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Page 3
·1· · · · · ·MR. HAY: It's a few minutes past 1:00, so

·2· ·let's get started.· So welcome to the public

·3· ·meeting.· Thanks for joining us, and on this

·4· ·beautiful day.· Before we start, a couple of

·5· ·housekeeping measures.· The bathroom is upstairs

·6· ·down the hallway on the right side.· And turn off

·7· ·your cell phone, please.· That would be

·8· ·appreciated.

·9· · · · · ·My name is Bernward Hay, and I'm an

10· ·environmental scientist with Louis Berger, and this

11· ·hearing is held to solicit comments on the draft

12· ·rulemaking decision to designate the Eastern Long

13· ·Island Sound Dredged Material Disposal site, the

14· ·ELDS, and the draft of the Supplemental

15· ·Environmental Impact Statement, or SEIS.· The

16· ·action is designed to serve the Eastern Long Island

17· ·Sound in Connecticut and New York.· The lead

18· ·federal agency for the project is U.S. EPA.· We

19· ·hope to solicit comments on the draft SEIS.

20· · · · · ·This document will be available on EPA's

21· ·public website.· It's a very sizable document that

22· ·supports the findings in this document.· I hope you

23· ·had a chance to take a look.

24· · · · · ·In addition to this public meeting, there

25· ·were two public meetings yesterday held in New

Page 4
·1· ·York, and there will be an additional public

·2· ·meeting this evening starting at 5:00.· The comment

·3· ·period for the SEIS ends on June 27th, 2016.· And

·4· ·during the presentation we will give you contact

·5· ·information where you can submit your comments.

·6· · · · · ·The EPA and another agency, USACE, will

·7· ·present information about the project in the next

·8· ·hour, until about 2:00 p.m.· After the

·9· ·presentations have been completed, the floor will

10· ·be open for comments until about 3:00.· If you wish

11· ·to speak, we ask you to please sign in at the

12· ·registration desk.

13· · · · · ·When registering to speak, please provide

14· ·your contact information, which you may have done

15· ·already, and your affiliation representing your

16· ·organization.· Speakers will be heard in the order

17· ·that registration received them, with elected

18· ·officials and government representatives speaking

19· ·first.

20· · · · · ·We ask you to keep your comments to no more

21· ·than five minutes to provide everybody an

22· ·opportunity to speak, but there won't be a problem

23· ·today.· If you have extended comments, you may want

24· ·to summarize them in a verbal statement and make

25· ·your comments in writing to the registration· desk,

Page 5
·1· ·which will then become part of the public record.

·2· ·Please note that the focus of this meeting is to

·3· ·receive verbal comments on the draft SEIS, the

·4· ·presentations this afternoon, and the regulatory

·5· ·process.

·6· · · · · ·This public hearing is recorded by a

·7· ·stenographer and an audio recording device.· The

·8· ·transcript of the hearing will be entered into the

·9· ·public record and posted on the EPA Region 1

10· ·website.

11· · · · · ·We will now move to the presentations for

12· ·this hearing.· Please note that also these

13· ·presentations will be available on the EPA website

14· ·and will be made available at some point in the

15· ·near future.· There are several agency

16· ·representatives that will be presenting today.

17· · · · · ·I hope you have had a chance to look at the

18· ·agenda above.· Again, representatives will be Mel

19· ·Cote, who is the Chief of the Surface Water Branch

20· ·at EPA's Region 1.· Jean Brochi is a Project

21· ·Manager with the Ocean and Coastal Protection Unit,

22· ·EPA Region 1; and Steve Wolf, who is from the

23· ·Environmental Resources Section, U.S. Army Corps of

24· ·Engineers, from the New England District.

25· · · · · ·And now, Mr. Cote will be opening the
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Page 6
·1· · · meeting at this point.

·2· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· Thank you very much.· And

·3· ·good afternoon, everyone.· Thank you for coming to

·4· ·this public hearing.· We really appreciate you

·5· ·coming to learn more about the process and provide

·6· ·comments on our proposed rule to designate an

·7· ·Eastern Long Island Sound Dredged Material

·8· ·Disposal Site and the draft Supplemental

·9· ·Environmental Impact Statement.

10· · · · · · · As Bernward mentioned, my name is Mel

11· ·Cote, Chief of the Surface Water Branch, which

12· ·basically covers -- it includes our ocean and

13· ·coastal programs, which I previously did to this

14· ·job and supervised for 13 years, and our

15· ·Watersheds and Nonpoint Source programs.

16· · · · · · · Prior to managing the Ocean and Coastal

17· ·Protection unit, I also spent nine years as the

18· ·Region 1 program manager for the Long Island

19· ·Sound's National Estuary Program and Connecticut's

20· ·Nonpoint Source Program as well.· So I spent a lot

21· ·of time on and around Long Island Sound and its

22· ·watershed, and I have a great affinity for the

23· ·region.

24· · · · · · · I also want to acknowledge and thank a

25· ·couple of other agency staff here today.· Mark

Page 7
·1· ·Habel from the Army Corps of Engineers in the New

·2· ·England District; Peter Francis and George Wisker

·3· ·from the Connecticut DEP; Jennifer Street with the

·4· ·New York Department of State.

·5· · · · · · · Before we take your comments, we will

·6· ·provide a brief presentation on the SEIS and the

·7· ·process we will follow.· But I'm first going to

·8· ·describe EPA's role in respect -- with respect to

·9· ·the designation of the dredged material disposal

10· ·sites, and then I'm going to take a step back and

11· ·provide a little bit of background on the

12· ·designation of the Central and Western sites,

13· ·which was completed in July 2005.· And then -- oh,

14· ·Bernward has already gone through the progression

15· ·of speakers.

16· · · · · · · So following Steve's presentation, I'll

17· ·be back up here to talk about the rule,

18· ·specifically that -- the proposed rule that, when

19· ·it's finalized, will designate the site.

20· · · · · · · Probably most of you understand -- well

21· ·that the EPA and U.S. Army Corp of Engineers

22· ·jointly regulate dredging and dredged material

23· ·disposal under federal authorities provided by

24· ·Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Sections 102

25· ·and 103 of the Marine Protection, Research, and

Page 8
·1· ·Sanctuaries Act, a part of which is also known as

·2· ·the Ocean Dumping Act.

·3· · · · · · · In administering these programs, we

·4· ·work very closely with other federal resource

·5· ·management agencies, like the National Fishery

·6· ·Service, and the US Wildlife Service, as well as

·7· ·our state environmental coastal management

·8· ·agencies, to make sure that we have proper

·9· ·coordination, consistencies of statutory

10· ·regulatory requirements, and other environmental

11· ·standards.

12· · · · · · · Since 1980, EPA and the Corps have been

13· ·applying sediment testing requirements for the

14· ·Ocean Dumping Act to all federal dredging projects

15· ·and all nonfederal projects, generating more than

16· ·25,000 cubic yards.· Dredged materials that meet

17· ·these criteria and is determined to be suitable

18· ·and clean enough for ocean disposal may be

19· ·disposed in one of four sites in Long Island

20· ·Sound, known as the Western Long Island Sound,

21· ·Central Long Island Sound, Cornfield Shoals, and

22· ·New London disposal sites.

23· · · · · · · The Western and Central Long Island

24· ·sites were designated by EPA in 2005.· As many of

25· ·you probably know, the EPA proposed amendments to

Page 9
·1· ·that site designation rule on February 10th that

·2· ·remove some of the original conditions, like the

·3· ·Corps completing the Long Island Sound Dredged

·4· ·Material Management Plan and places new conditions

·5· ·that are intended to reduce or eliminate

·6· ·open-water disposal of dredged material in Long

·7· ·Island Sound.· The Cornfield Shoals and New London

·8· ·sites were evaluated and selected as the disposal

·9· ·sites pursuant to programmatic and site-specific

10· ·environmental impact statements prepared by the

11· ·Corps most recently in 1991.

12· · · · · · · In 1992 Congress added a new provision

13· ·to the Ocean Dumping Act and for the first time

14· ·established a time limit on the availability of

15· ·Corps selected sites for the disposal activity.

16· ·Use of a selected site, however, can be extended

17· ·if the site is designated by the EPA for long-term

18· ·use.· Use of a site also can be extended, as we

19· ·found out in 2011, if Congress proposes an

20· ·extension through the legislative process.

21· · · · · · · Nevertheless, the statutory construct

22· ·is that the Corps can select disposal sites for

23· ·short-term use, whereas Congress can authorize EPA

24· ·to designate sites for long-term use but they are

25· ·subject to ongoing monitoring requirements.
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Page 10
·1· · · · · · · So summarizing the agency's

·2· ·responsibility to dredged material disposal, they

·3· ·include designated disposal sites for long-term

·4· ·use, promulgating regulations and criteria for

·5· ·disposal site selection and permitting discharges,

·6· ·reviewing Corps dredging projects and permits,

·7· ·developing site monitoring and management plans

·8· ·with designated sites, and monitoring disposal

·9· ·sites jointly with the Army Corps.

10· · · · · · · Now I'm going to provide some

11· ·background on how the proposed designation of

12· ·Eastern Long Island Sound disposal sites relates

13· ·to Central and Western sites.· The process began

14· ·in 1998, 18 years ago, when the EPA and the Corps

15· ·agreed to conduct a formal site designation

16· ·process for all the Long Island Sound disposal

17· ·sites following the criteria established by the

18· ·Ocean Dumping Act.· This was actually part of the

19· ·settlement on the Seawolf case.

20· · · · · · · We also agree that, consistent with

21· ·past practice in designating dredged material

22· ·disposal sites, we will follow EPA statement of

23· ·policy for voluntary preparation of the National

24· ·Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA, documents, and

25· ·we will prepare the EIS to evaluate different

Page 11
·1· ·dredged material placement options.· Jean Brochi

·2· ·is also the project manager for that, along with

·3· ·Mark Habel.

·4· · · · · · · In June 1999, EPA published the Notice

·5· ·of Intent in the Federal Register announcing our

·6· ·plans to prepare, in cooperation with the Corps

·7· ·and other federal and state agencies, an EIS, to

·8· ·evaluate and potentially designate dredged

·9· ·material disposal sites for the entire Long Island

10· ·Sound region.

11· · · · · · · We began the Sound-wide field data

12· ·collection effort in 1999 but were slowed by both

13· ·the technical complexities and financial

14· ·constraints associated with the large scale

15· ·multiple-site project.· In March 2002, with the

16· ·Central Long Island Sound disposal site scheduled

17· ·to close in February 2004, EPA and the Corps

18· ·announced their intent to develop the EIS in two

19· ·stages:· Western and Central Long Island Sound

20· ·first, followed by the Eastern Sound once the site

21· ·or sites had been designated to serve the Western

22· ·or Central regions.

23· · · · · · · As it turned out, and as most of you

24· ·know, the designation of Central and Western

25· ·Disposal Sites was contested by the state of New

Page 12
·1· ·York, which led to the inclusion of conditions

·2· ·that need to be met in order for the sites to

·3· ·remain open for the long-term.· The most

·4· ·significant of those conditions, and as I

·5· ·mentioned earlier, was the completion of the Long

·6· ·Island Sound DMMP by the Corps, so all the human

·7· ·and financial resources that would have gone to

·8· ·move forward on the site designation for the

·9· ·Eastern Long island Sound were focused on

10· ·completing the DMMP.

11· · · · · · · Some of the initial studies, however,

12· ·were conducted through the DMMP, including the

13· ·dredging needs survey that was concluded in 2009

14· ·and updated last year, and the analysis of

15· ·placement alternatives that was completed in 2012.

16· ·Those form the basis for EPA's determination that

17· ·there was, in fact, a need for at least one

18· ·disposal site to serve the Eastern Long Island

19· ·Sound region.· Upon making that determination, we

20· ·began the process for preparing a supplemental EIS

21· ·and supplemental information that was generated.

22· · · · · · · So at this time I'm going to turn it

23· ·over to Jean Brochi, our EPA project manager for

24· ·the SEIS, and she'll be followed by Mr. Bernward

25· ·Hay.

Page 13
·1· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.· I first would

·2· ·like to acknowledge that Mr. Paul Formica from the

·3· ·Connecticut Senate District 20 is here today.

·4· ·Thank you very much.

·5· · · · · · · After the presentations, we'll open it

·6· ·up for comments, and he'll be the first to speak.

·7· ·So thank you for coming.· Again, the EPA is

·8· ·seeking comments on the environmental --

·9· ·Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement, as

10· ·well as the rulemaking for the Eastern Long Island

11· ·Sound Dredged Material Disposal Site.

12· · · · · · · This presentation -- next will be

13· ·Bernward Hay from Louis Berger.· He will join me.

14· ·He will talk about the studies.· I'm going to go

15· ·over the process for the SEIS, and then Mel will

16· ·speak about the rulemaking.

17· · · · · · · So again, the Marine Protection,

18· ·Research, and Sanctuaries Act, Section 102 is the

19· ·authority that the EPA uses to designate sites.

20· ·And the EPA designation of a dredged material

21· ·disposal site is for long-term use.

22· · · · · · · The Corps has selected sites, as Mel

23· ·had mentioned, which is a short-term use for five

24· ·years, total of ten years.· The EPA also reviews

25· ·dredged material disposal permits.
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Page 14
·1· · · · · · · So the process is that EPA, in 2012,

·2· ·issued a Notice of Intent.· We then held public

·3· ·participation meetings.· We've had six meetings

·4· ·before these meetings.· We had two yesterday.· And

·5· ·the public information meetings were just to talk

·6· ·about the project.· These meetings are to actually

·7· ·get comments on the project.

·8· · · · · · · The Environmental Impact Statement also

·9· ·looks at alternatives.· So we're evaluating sites

10· ·and we also are looking at a no-action

11· ·alternatives.· So what happens if no site is

12· ·designated?· That document and the study itself

13· ·ends up with a conclusion and an EPA preferred

14· ·alternative.· And in this case, the site is the

15· ·Eastern Long Island Dredged Material Disposal

16· ·Site.

17· · · · · · · The document itself, and I apologize,

18· ·but we are going to summarize very concisely a lot

19· ·of information.· The document itself is 3,300

20· ·pages.· There are nine appendices and ten chapters

21· ·all available on the EPA website.· So if you have

22· ·not had an opportunity to look at it, please do.

23· ·And the comment period will end on June 27.· But

24· ·you will hear that quite a few times during the

25· ·presentation.

Page 15
·1· · · · · · · Again, there are currently four sites

·2· ·available in Long Island Sound.· Cornfield Shoals

·3· ·and New London are the two that were evaluated as

·4· ·part of this process.· Central and Western were

·5· ·evaluated in 2005.

·6· · · · · · · In addition to the public meetings, we

·7· ·have members from New York and Connecticut DOS,

·8· ·DEC, DEP and federal agencies that are part of a

·9· ·cooperating agency group.· And we met several

10· ·times and had participation in the studies and the

11· ·process throughout the four years.

12· · · · · · · In addition, EPA also drafted the

13· ·rulemaking on April 27th, 2006.· That's also

14· ·available on our website.· And we revised our

15· ·website throughout this time frame, and we have an

16· ·e-mail notification system.· So anytime there's a

17· ·change to the website, we will notify you.

18· · · · · · · And when you registered this evening,

19· ·you had an option to check off if you wanted to

20· ·receive e-mail.· And that's what that was about.

21· ·We will notify you whenever we post anything on

22· ·the website.· Or if there's anything pertinent to

23· ·the study, we will e-mail you.

24· · · · · · · So the website for extending your

25· ·comments is at elis@epa.gov, or you can send it to

Page 16
·1· ·my attention.· That's brochi.jean@epa.gov.

·2· · · · · · · So the initial start of the project, we

·3· ·determined a zone of siting feasibility.· And you

·4· ·can see right here from the black lines, this is

·5· ·the area that we considered Eastern.· What you're

·6· ·looking at for the boxes are the actual disposal

·7· ·sites that currently exist.

·8· · · · · · · So you have Western, Central, and New

·9· ·London and this is Cornfield Shoals.· And this

10· ·green area right here, where the red arrow is

11· ·pointing to, the Eastern site.· This is not to

12· ·scale.

13· · · · · · · One of the major aspects of the

14· ·Environmental Impact Statement evaluation is to go

15· ·through five general and 11 specific criteria that

16· ·can be found in the MPRSA 40 CFR, Part 228.· And

17· ·those criteria help us draft the study and make

18· ·sure that we're considering different aspects and

19· ·evaluations.

20· · · · · · · So some of those things, and Bernward

21· ·will cover this when he goes into detail, but some

22· ·of the things we look at is the physical

23· ·conditions and sedimentary environment, the

24· ·currents, the waves, the energy, sediment

25· ·transport, we look at biological resources, are

Page 17
·1· ·there shellfish beds?· Are there fishery habitats?

·2· ·We look at essential fish habitat, and we also

·3· ·look at marine mammals.· And we look at

·4· ·conflicting uses, navigation, recreational use,

·5· ·either pipelines or anything that -- artifacts

·6· ·that might be on the bottom that would make that

·7· ·site not acceptable.

·8· · · · · · · And so the site-screening process, we

·9· ·go through, and we use these aspects to evaluate

10· ·each site.· And we determine -- we narrow the

11· ·scope down and determine which sites we want to

12· ·select as a preferred alternative.

13· · · · · · · So as Mel mentioned, the Army Corps of

14· ·Engineers Dredged Material Management Plan in 2009

15· ·had a dredging needs report.· And the needs were

16· ·estimated at 22.6 million cubic yards for Eastern

17· ·Long Island Sound alone.· And that's over a

18· ·projected period of 30 years.· That does not mean

19· ·that all of the material will be dredged and will

20· ·be disposed.· It's a projected need.· There are

21· ·many other factors that go into whether disposal

22· ·will actually occur.

23· · · · · · · The total for Long Island Sound was 53

24· ·million cubic yards.· And we determined that,

25· ·based on the open-water disposal and available
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Page 18
·1· ·alternatives, there's not enough capacity to meet

·2· ·the need for Eastern Long Island Sound.

·3· · · · · · · So part of the environmental review,

·4· ·one of the other things that we took into

·5· ·consideration is the haul distance for transport,

·6· ·and there's a -- from New London it's 12 miles,

·7· ·which would be twice that to Central, and that's

·8· ·from the Connecticut River Dredging Center, which

·9· ·is one of the major and one of the largest

10· ·dredging centers.

11· · · · · · · There's also an economic consideration.

12· ·We did a cost analysis in the SEIS that if you

13· ·took 100 million cubic yards and went from 20

14· ·miles to transferring it 100 miles, you triple the

15· ·cost.· And Bernward will talk about some of the

16· ·specific studies.· And more information on that,

17· ·if you're interested, can be found in Chapter 5,

18· ·which is the Environmental Consequences section.

19· · · · · · · In addition, for designated sites we

20· ·have a monitoring effort that we jointly manage

21· ·and monitor the sites with the Army Corps of

22· ·Engineers.· Those plans are drafted and updated,

23· ·revised every ten years.· And the Army Corps of

24· ·Engineers and EPA meet annually to discuss the

25· ·management and the monitoring of those sites.· And

Page 19
·1· ·in that, we look at chemical, biological, and

·2· ·physical changes at the sites.

·3· · · · · · · So as part of this process to

·4· ·designate, EPA is going to restrict the use of the

·5· ·sites.· So along with the designation, you get

·6· ·site restrictions on the use.· We now have

·7· ·representatives from Connecticut, New York, and

·8· ·Rhode Island, as well as the federal agencies in a

·9· ·group called the Regional Dredging Team.· And

10· ·we'll be looking at and ensuring the use of

11· ·alternatives to open-water disposal.· The sites --

12· ·Mel will discuss this a little further when he

13· ·comes up.

14· · · · · · · The sites are managed to ensure no

15· ·adverse impacts to the environment, and the sites

16· ·have been reduced.· Right now, there are four

17· ·sites in Long Island Sound.· After the

18· ·designation, the Cornfield Shoals and the New

19· ·London site will close in December 23rd, 2016.

20· ·And we'll have three sites.· We'll have Central,

21· ·Western and Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal

22· ·Site.

23· · · · · · · With that, I'm going to introduce

24· ·Bernward Hay, who is going to discuss the studies.

25· ·Thank you.

Page 20
·1· · · · · · · MR. HAY:· Thank you.· So I want to

·2· ·point out that the study was done by the

·3· ·University of Connecticut with Jim O'Donnell as

·4· ·the principal investigator, who is also in the

·5· ·audience here.· And Louis Berger was a

·6· ·subcontractor to the University of Connecticut.

·7· ·The study has been funded by the Connecticut

·8· ·Department of Transportation.

·9· · · · · · · So as Jean mentioned, there was a site

10· ·selection process that looked at the big picture

11· ·in the zone of site feasibility that then reduced

12· ·it down to 11 sites that were screened in more

13· ·detail with a net result that we ended up with

14· ·three locations, three sites, alternative sites,

15· ·that were then analyzed in more detail.

16· · · · · · · Those sites, just to give you an

17· ·overview, are the New London site, which is over

18· ·here; the Niantic Bay site, which is over here,

19· ·which incidentally, is not located in Niantic Bay,

20· ·because Niantic Bay is up here.· This just happens

21· ·to be the name that is reported by the Corps.

22· ·It's a historic disposal site.· And the Cornfield

23· ·Shoals site, which is located in deeper water.

24· · · · · · · The map indicates water depth, or

25· ·bathymetry, taken at high resolution -- by doing

Page 21
·1· ·high resolution surveys by the U.S. Geological

·2· ·Survey and NOAA.· So for example, the brown color

·3· ·represents shallow waters, close to shore; green

·4· ·is mid-depth; and blue is deep waters.· Here, this

·5· ·is Fishers Island.· This is Plum Island, and

·6· ·again, blue water here in The Race with tidal

·7· ·currents.

·8· · · · · · · ·Notice that the existing New London

·9· ·site is a bit larger than the alternative site.

10· ·And I'll come back to that in a minute.· Same for

11· ·the Niantic Bay site.· The historic disposal site

12· ·is this box here.· We added on this area.· The

13· ·active Cornfield Shoals site is not extended.

14· ·It's the same area.

15· · · · · · · There are a number of studies that were

16· ·done for the screening, as well as the analysis of

17· ·the three sites.· Physical oceanography, I'll just

18· ·go through them, and I'll explain them a little

19· ·more.· Physical oceanography, side scan sonar

20· ·survey of the seabed, biological characterization,

21· ·sediment chemistry, and sediment profile survey.

22· · · · · · · As you can see at the end who was

23· ·responsible for the data analysis and the studies.

24· ·The physical oceanography study, in essence, deals

25· ·with the dynamics in the water, waves, currents,
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Page 22
·1· ·tidal forces.· The ultimate goal, or at least one

·2· ·of the primary goals, is to understand the fate of

·3· ·disposed dredged material; what happens to the

·4· ·material during the disposal process, as well as

·5· ·long term, once it has been based at the bottom of

·6· ·the seabed.

·7· · · · · · · And you want to know about the

·8· ·currents, because currents transport the material.

·9· ·You want to know about extreme events, because

10· ·conditions vary during different tidal conditions

11· ·and current conditions.

12· · · · · · · So the physical oceanography study was

13· ·done by, as I mentioned before, by Professor Jim

14· ·O'Donnell from the University of Connecticut· and

15· ·involved a very extensive survey.· It involved

16· ·field work, which consisted of deployment of

17· ·equipment for an extended period of time, more

18· ·than a year.

19· · · · · · · And these red stations throughout the

20· ·entire zone of siting feasibility involved

21· ·shipboard surveys.· Ships would go out and take

22· ·measurements in the water column with various

23· ·types of instruments.· You can see the instrument

24· ·frame on the right side here.· You can see all the

25· ·different types of instruments we used to look at

Page 23
·1· ·turbidity, to look at the temperature, to look at

·2· ·all types of parameters that we needed in order to

·3· ·analyze the information.

·4· · · · · · · It included also studies, you see the

·5· ·boxes here from other programs.· This is from the

·6· ·Connecticut DEEP.· It included meteorological

·7· ·survey station data, at least one station was

·8· ·incorporated.· Here's another station that's

·9· ·incorporated.· Lots of data analysis.· I think

10· ·Jim's appendix alone is about 1,000 pages.· So we

11· ·know you have a long weekend coming up here, feel

12· ·free.

13· · · · · · · So the end result of this analysis,

14· ·again, is to understand the fate of the dredged

15· ·material, short-term during disposal as well as

16· ·long-term once it's placed.

17· · · · · · · This is just one example of many

18· ·figures that Jim has produced.· And it shows

19· ·bottom stress, a critical parameter.· This shows

20· ·maximum bottom stress simulated for the period of

21· ·2012, total 2012 to January 2014.· And it includes

22· ·extreme events, like Hurricane Sandy.· Again,

23· ·extreme bottom stress conditions.

24· · · · · · · Now, bottom stress basically is a force

25· ·that acts on the sediment and determines if

Page 24
·1· ·material is going to move.· Different particle

·2· ·sizes move at different bottom stress.· If you

·3· ·have gravel, you need more stress, more force in

·4· ·other words, to move the particle than if you

·5· ·have, for example, sand or clay, for that matter.

·6· · · · · · · Cohesion is another factor.· In other

·7· ·words, how sticky is the material.· Dredged

·8· ·material is typically very cohesive, which makes

·9· ·it actually less transportable than, for example,

10· ·a loose grain of sand.· And what you see here on

11· ·this graph, okay, you see bluish and greenish

12· ·colors in the northeastern, northern area, and you

13· ·see the yellow, orange, reddish colors in the

14· ·south.

15· · · · · · · These two types of areas are separated

16· ·by a magenta line here, which separates the areas

17· ·of blue and green as lower bottom stress and these

18· ·areas here of high bottom stress.· Specifically,

19· ·with the types of dredged material that you have,

20· ·materials in these areas would not move over time

21· ·from the area during extreme events, but they

22· ·would move in this area here.· High bottom stress

23· ·here; low bottom stress here.· Notice that the New

24· ·London alternative is almost entirely within the

25· ·area within which sediment would not move,

Page 25
·1· ·according to the model.

·2· · · · · · · The Niantic Bay alternative would be

·3· ·partially within the area of movement, partially

·4· ·outside of the area of movement.· So we have a

·5· ·kind of hybrid situation.· Side-scan sonar survey

·6· ·sends down a sonar signal and gets a reflection

·7· ·back.· And it tells you, at high resolution, what

·8· ·the substrate looks like.· It's a window to the

·9· ·sub bottom.

10· · · · · · · What you can tell with the side-scan

11· ·sonar survey is what type of bedforms exist.

12· ·Bedforms are structures, geologic structures, on

13· ·the sea bottom that tell you things like grain

14· ·size, sediment movement, flow direction.· It also

15· ·tells you about potential ecological resources of

16· ·significance.

17· · · · · · · Here's an example subset from the

18· ·Cornfield Shoals site.· And I'm not sure you can

19· ·see that.· You can't see very well here, but this

20· ·happens to be a sand dune that travels on balance.

21· ·Tides go back and forth.· So you've got to keep

22· ·that in mind.· But the net flow, on balance, based

23· ·on the shape of the structure, is towards the

24· ·west.

25· · · · · · · You see a number of different
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Page 26
·1· ·sedimentary structures using this type of survey.

·2· ·By comparison, if you look at the side-scan sonar

·3· ·image from the New London site, you don't see

·4· ·those types of sedimentary structures.

·5· ·Sedimentary structures form, or are a function of,

·6· ·the tidal forces, and the forces that are at play

·7· ·at the bottom.· So high bottom stress, different

·8· ·type of structures.

·9· · · · · · · So let me go back.· So if you can see

10· ·that, that's a sand dune.· And again, the emphasis

11· ·is net flow.· Tidal forces go back and forth, but

12· ·on balance, looking in this direction you can see

13· ·that by having the steeper face here on that dune,

14· ·on that side of the dune.· You can see striations

15· ·here as well and other kinds of features that we

16· ·marine geologists often look at.

17· · · · · · · Then we also did a sediment, chemistry

18· ·survey done between the University of Connecticut

19· ·doing the sampling, and Louis Berger doing the

20· ·analysis of the data.· The sediment survey

21· ·involved taking grab samples with this type of

22· ·sampling device, collect sediment samples from

23· ·about eight inches, ten inches of the sediment

24· ·surface.· And you get this type of sample back.

25· ·This is, for example, is from the Cornfield Shoals

Page 27
·1· ·site with the coarser grained material.· And

·2· ·stations were located throughout the alternative

·3· ·sites.· This happens to be the New London site.

·4· ·And you can see it's all throughout the area,

·5· ·including dredged material disposal mounds.

·6· · · · · · · Samples were analyzed for grain size,

·7· ·organic compounds like PAHs, PCBs, pesticides, and

·8· ·also for metals.· Concentrations in all the

·9· ·samples were low or not detected.· Many samples,

10· ·for example -- there were only two samples that

11· ·had low concentration of PCBs, for example.

12· · · · · · · Then we did a biological

13· ·characterization.· The biological characterization

14· ·looked at benthic health, the health of the

15· ·benthic organism, organisms from the seabed that

16· ·could potentially be affected by placing dredged

17· ·material at this location.

18· · · · · · · We looked at diversity.· We also looked

19· ·at fish, and that was done with trawls by the

20· ·Connecticut DEEP Long Island Sound Trawl Survey

21· ·Program.· It's a program the DEEP has been doing

22· ·for a long time in conjunction with New York

23· ·looking at fish abundance and diversity throughout

24· ·the entire Long Island Sound region.· They happen

25· ·to be doing this every year, and the data has been

Page 28
·1· ·incorporated and analyzed.

·2· · · · · · · It also looked at the toxicity of

·3· ·sediments within the site, and having a reference

·4· ·site outside of the site to identify any

·5· ·difference in toxicity levels.

·6· · · · · · · Finally, the fifth survey was a

·7· ·sediment profile survey.· That survey, in essence,

·8· ·took a slice of the upper sediment.· You can see

·9· ·the water column here.· This is the sediment

10· ·surface here.· Then you have 20 centimeters of

11· ·sediment.· It basically looks into the sediment

12· ·itself and looks inside the sediments.

13· · · · · · · You can tell, like in this slide, here

14· ·you have feeding voids, indication of organisms,

15· ·looking in this sediment.· At other stages we

16· ·don't see that.

17· · · · · · · So the DAMOS program, which is a

18· ·program by the Corps of Engineers, and Steve Wolf

19· ·will talk about this, is using this kind of

20· ·program to look at how fast dredged material

21· ·disposal mounds recover, once the material has

22· ·been placed.· So that's another survey that was

23· ·incorporated in the analysis.

24· · · · · · · Just to gave you a brief overview of

25· ·the three different alternatives that we looked

Page 29
·1· ·at.· This is the New London alternative.· It

·2· ·consists of the existing New London disposal site

·3· ·as well as an extended area to the west.· The

·4· ·added area was selected since the existing site

·5· ·does not have sufficient capacity, capacity to

·6· ·accommodate the dredging needs for the next 30

·7· ·years for the Eastern Long Island Sound region.

·8· ·So with the extended area, this capacity need can

·9· ·be met.

10· · · · · · · You see here, in the existing New

11· ·London disposal site, uneven surfaces.· These are

12· ·basically the mounds from dredged material

13· ·disposal.· This is kind of a hilly, very uneven

14· ·surface.· You also see the submarine transit

15· ·channel in the middle.· The water depth of this

16· ·site is about 45 to 79 feet.· It's shallow here

17· ·and deeper here, at this point -- more over here.

18· · · · · · · There's a boulder field that is located

19· ·here.· I'll come back to that in a minute.· And

20· ·there's a shipwreck, not shown here, which is

21· ·located right in this location here.· Mostly, the

22· ·material consists of sand as well as fine grained

23· ·material here.· But on average, the entire site

24· ·has sand as its primary grain size.

25· · · · · · · This is the Niantic Bay alternative,

J-1-162

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com
YVer1f

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Afternoon Session

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com Pages 26..29
YVer1f



Page 30
·1· ·the historic site.· It's a 1.3 square nautical

·2· ·mile site.· By the way, the New London disposal

·3· ·site alternative has a dimension of 2.5 to one

·4· ·nautical mile.· This is 1.3 in this direction.

·5· ·And with the extension, it's 2.1 nautical miles.

·6· · · · · · · This is mostly sand.· It's a dispersive

·7· ·area is this location here, and a containment area

·8· ·here, as we saw a little earlier in looking at the

·9· ·bottom stress.· We have a bedrock area in the

10· ·bottom here, and some in this area here that we

11· ·looked at as well.· It's a little deeper,

12· ·especially this area here, than the New London

13· ·alternative, but the upper part has the same water

14· ·depth as the New London alternative.

15· · · · · · · You can see some sedimentary

16· ·structures, which indicate flow, which is

17· ·consistent with the fact that you have stronger

18· ·currents and a dispersive environment in the

19· ·southern half of the alternative.

20· · · · · · · And finally, the Cornfield Shoals

21· ·alternative is deeper.· Water depth is 50 meters,

22· ·which is about 150 feet that goes down to about

23· ·190 feet in this area.· Fairly flat.· And even

24· ·though it's an active disposal site, you don't see

25· ·the uneven surfaces that you saw in the New London

Page 31
·1· ·site.· That's because the bottom stress is high.

·2· ·The material moves, and it's eventually

·3· ·transported from this site, because it's a

·4· ·dispersive site.· You've heard that before.

·5· · · · · · · So for your information, what you see

·6· ·here, these large ripple-type structures, these

·7· ·are sand waves, sedimentary structures that are a

·8· ·reflection of the currents that are active in this

·9· ·area.

10· · · · · · · So summarizing, and this doesn't do it

11· ·justice.· Again, there's a lot of detail in here.

12· ·And I encourage you to take a look at -- very

13· ·briefly, in summary, to look at the key elements

14· ·of the existing conditions.· All three sites are

15· ·mostly sand, finer grained at the New England

16· ·alternative because of the dredged material

17· ·disposal in the eastern part of the alternative,

18· ·but otherwise primary grain size is sand.

19· · · · · · · Bottom stress, we talked about that.

20· ·Lower in New London; higher in Cornfield Shoals,

21· ·hybrid conditions in Niantic Bay.· Contaminants,

22· ·all the concentrations that we measured are either

23· ·low or undetected.

24· · · · · · · With regards to biological resources --

25· ·None, none of the alternatives have shellfish

Page 32
·1· ·beds.· Recreation fish, shellfish, the abundance

·2· ·of those are low.· Fish habitat, it's a similar

·3· ·type of fish habitat as in in other parts of the

·4· ·central part of Eastern Long Island Sound region.

·5· ·In other words, it's not a unique environment with

·6· ·regards to fish habitat.

·7· · · · · · · There are no cables, no pipelines.

·8· ·There's no interference with navigation.· There

·9· ·are no anchoring areas.· And there are also no

10· ·conservation areas of various types.· And finally,

11· ·with regard to cultural and ecological resources,

12· ·most of these resources are located in the

13· ·southeast.

14· · · · · · · So in terms of environmental

15· ·consequences, this slide summarizes environmental

16· ·consequences.· New London would be a containment

17· ·site; Cornfield Shoals would be a dispersive site.

18· ·And Niantic Bay would be transitional.

19· · · · · · · ·There will be short-term impacts on

20· ·the benthic community, because they couldn't get

21· ·out of the way.· But as was determined, it will be

22· ·discussed by Steve Wolf in a moment, there is

23· ·rapid recolonization in the benthic habitat.

24· · · · · · · Impact on fish concentrations,

25· ·habitats, reptiles, mammals, other species is
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·1· ·minimal, mostly because these organisms are

·2· ·mobile.· And with regards to bioaccumulation,

·3· ·dredged materials are required to go through very

·4· ·stringent testing before disposal.· As a result,

·5· ·the risk of bioaccumulation is very low.

·6· · · · · · · With regard to socioeconomic and

·7· ·cultural resources, because there is low abundance

·8· ·of fish, there's also -- there's minimal impact on

·9· ·commercial or recreational fishing.· There's no

10· ·impact on shipping and navigation, because the

11· ·dredged material sites are deep enough, and it

12· ·would be managed during disposal.· There would be

13· ·no impact on beaches, parks, or natural areas.

14· · · · · · · And finally, the shipwreck I mentioned

15· ·at the New London alternative would also be

16· ·managed -- with a buffer zone.

17· · · · · · · So my final slide summarizes the

18· ·preferred alternative chosen by EPA.· It's a

19· ·subset of the New London alternative.· This is the

20· ·Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site.· It's

21· ·outlined with the blue box.· It's a 2 x 1 nautical

22· ·mile area.· It includes half of the existing

23· ·disposal site.· Again, part of this area here is

24· ·filled with dredged material.· So dredged material

25· ·disposal could not take place, in much of this

J-1-163

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com
YVer1f

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Afternoon Session

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com Pages 30..33
YVer1f



Page 34
·1· ·area, anyway.· So this reduces the area that is to

·2· ·be managed by EPA.

·3· · · · · · · You can see the key features here that

·4· ·assisted in the selection process.· The sediment

·5· ·is contained within the area.· It's a previously

·6· ·used disposal site, which is one of the selection

·7· ·criteria.· The environmental consequences that we

·8· ·looked at are minor or there are no consequences.

·9· ·There is one shipwreck here that can be managed.

10· ·There is a boulder area that would be included in

11· ·the Site Management Plan.· And finally, there's a

12· ·close proximity to the larger dredging centers,

13· ·which has economic impacts.

14· · · · · · · As Jeannie mentioned, and this is my

15· ·final point, please take a look at Chapter 5.3,

16· ·which looks at the comparison of transport costs

17· ·to different locations.

18· · · · · · · With that, I pass it on to Steve.

19· · · · · · · MR. BURCH:· Is there an opportunity for

20· ·some question here?

21· · · · · · · MR. HAY: Excuse me, is --

22· · · · · · · MR. BURCH: Is there an opportunity for

23· ·a question or clarification?

24· · · · · · · MR. HAY:· We don't take questions.· We

25· ·take comments on this.· If you have a comment at
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·1· ·the end --

·2· · · · · · · MR. BURCH:· This is a public

·3· ·presentation.· You have some information that you

·4· ·are offering that is very relevant, and these

·5· ·questions are fresh in my mind that I don't think

·6· ·you covered in your presentation.· So if this is

·7· ·going to be an open and transparent public

·8· ·process, then I think there needs to be an

·9· ·opportunity to have some dialogue.

10· · · · · · · MR. HAY:· Go ahead.

11· · · · · · · MR. BURCH:· I'm just wondering, because

12· ·you talk about some of the issues that were

13· ·examined as part of the Supplemental Impact

14· ·Statement, but there's some information that's

15· ·being left out here.

16· · · · · · · And I'm concerned because, you know,

17· ·you talk about the fact that we look at shellfish

18· ·populations, at aquatic wildlife and this kind of

19· ·thing, but you don't actually list the results of

20· ·that research.· It's almost as if it's glossed

21· ·over.· And there are many consequences to what you

22· ·just said; specifically, when you talk about the

23· ·fact that there are low fish populations in the

24· ·area but then you talk about the fact that

25· ·disposal in these areas has very minimal impact
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·1· ·and very -- recolonization.

·2· · · · · · · It doesn't mention the fact that in

·3· ·this document the number of those areas are

·4· ·designated as essential fish habitat.· And you

·5· ·just gave a presentation that told the public that

·6· ·that is not -- that that fish habitat is not any

·7· ·different from other areas in the Sound.

·8· · · · · · · So I'm just -- I'm just wondering why

·9· ·-- this is supposed to be a public summary, why

10· ·there is so much information that's being left

11· ·out, and frankly, why this whole process is being

12· ·glossed over.

13· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Could you identify

14· ·yourself, please?

15· · · · · · · MR. BURCH:· Yes.· My name is Lou Burch.

16· ·I'm the program director for Citizens Campaign for

17· ·the Environment.

18· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.· I'm not sure

19· ·if you were heard, but in the beginning, this is a

20· ·really large document, a lot of studies.· So we're

21· ·trying to summarize it.

22· · · · · · · In regard to EFH, we, as part of our

23· ·designation, we have to consult with the National

24· ·Fishery Service and the states on endangered

25· ·species and EFH.· And we have.· And part of the
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·1· ·that consultation is to get concurrence that there

·2· ·are no impacts to those species in the areas that

·3· ·we're going to designate.· And that is in Chapter

·4· ·3 and 5.

·5· · · · · · · So if you have comments, we just please

·6· ·ask that you come up and speak at the end of the

·7· ·presentation.· We're trying to move this quickly

·8· ·so that everybody has an opportunity to speak.

·9· ·Thank you.

10· · · · · · · Steve.

11· · · · · · · MR. WOLF:· All right.· The next step

12· ·after you have gone through the investigations and

13· ·determined --

14· · · · · · · PARTICIPANT:· I can't hear you.· Use

15· ·the mic.

16· · · · · · · MR. WOLF:· So once the investigations

17· ·have been performed and the site has been selected

18· ·and designated, then the hat that I wear at the

19· ·Corps of Engineers is ensuring that placement is

20· ·accurate and that the various impacts that were

21· ·identified, or the lack of impacts identified in

22· ·the SEIS, actually that's actually the case.· So

23· ·there's verification.

24· · · · · · · So that really starts with placement or

25· ·the disposal at the site.· So I've got a quick

J-1-164

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com
YVer1f

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Afternoon Session

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com Pages 34..37
YVer1f



Page 38
·1· ·video here for those of you haven't seen a dredged

·2· ·material disposal event at site.· This is a scow

·3· ·with about 3,000 yards plus of material positioned

·4· ·over a dredged material disposal site.· Hydraulics

·5· ·are engaged.· The scow is up on the center lines.

·6· ·And within about ten to 15 seconds, the material

·7· ·has fallen out the bottom of the scow and down to

·8· ·the bottom.

·9· · · · · · · So it's a short event, but we

10· ·understand that it raises a number of questions.

11· ·That's probably why some of you are here today.

12· ·Those are the types of things which were addressed

13· ·in the SEIS.· Then we follow up with monitoring

14· ·afterwards, such as are we accurately placing the

15· ·material?

16· · · · · · · Once it's down there, we have these

17· ·estimates of bottom stress, but we want to make

18· ·sure that's really the case, that that material

19· ·really does stay there on the bottom.· And what

20· ·about impacts to the water column as the material

21· ·falls through the water column?

22· · · · · · · And then finally, the impacts, I think

23· ·as Mr. Burch was alluding to, in terms of on the

24· ·sea floor for the benthic system itself.· Those

25· ·are all things that are part of the monitoring
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·1· ·that we take -- that the Corps performs in

·2· ·conjunction with the EPA.

·3· · · · · · · I'm going to step back a little bit in

·4· ·time to talk about how it got to the point where

·5· ·we are today.· Historically, if we go back to the

·6· ·early days of dredging in the early to mid 1800s,

·7· ·it was a very casual process, just get the

·8· ·material outside of the berth area, really

·9· ·probably no controls over where it went.· So it

10· ·might be someone else's problem.

11· · · · · · · But as some time went on and our ports

12· ·got busier, what you can see is that a lot of the

13· ·material was taken out of the mouths of the

14· ·harbors.· And we see a historical record outside

15· ·most of our New England ports where dredged

16· ·material was placed at some point in time, with

17· ·very little control as to where or what type of

18· ·material went out there.

19· · · · · · · Then as we got into the 1900's, as you

20· ·start looking at some of the older charts, you

21· ·look at the town and state records, now you can

22· ·start to see that there were specific locations,

23· ·such as a lot of light-colored boxes shown here,

24· ·where there was specification that said, Take your

25· ·dredged material from this particular harbor to
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·1· ·that location.· So some drivers as to where it

·2· ·went, but very few drivers as to what type of

·3· ·material actually went out there.

·4· · · · · · · And it really wasn't until we got into

·5· ·the middle 1900's, the 1970's, to be more exact,

·6· ·with the various regulations that Mel Cote and

·7· ·Jean Brochi mentioned where now we start seeing a

·8· ·lot more stringent guidelines on how you can site

·9· ·a dredged material disposal site and what type of

10· ·material could actually go out there.· Again, that

11· ·was not until the 1970's when that came into play.

12· ·Not just here in New England, but that's really

13· ·around the country and in a lot of cases

14· ·internationally.

15· · · · · · · And that's what gave birth to the

16· ·program that I think Bernward had mentioned that I

17· ·work with at the Corps, DAMOS, or the Disposal

18· ·Area Monitoring System.· So again, it got its

19· ·birth back in the 70s.· The regulations say, You

20· ·have to monitor.· You have to keep track of this

21· ·stuff.

22· · · · · · · So what we now have is nearly a 40-year

23· ·record.· We go out every year.· We monitor a

24· ·variety of sites.· And we do a variety of times of

25· ·investigations to really address those four major
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·1· ·questions that I mentioned at the beginning here.

·2· · · · · · · We've got a large body of literature

·3· ·reports that are all publicly available.· The data

·4· ·is all publically available.· We'll have a website

·5· ·at the end of the presentation here.· But we

·6· ·really focused and made use of the various

·7· ·technology over the years to try to, again,

·8· ·address these specific questions.

·9· · · · · · · Just a note about testing, too, the

10· ·type of material that could go out there, I want

11· ·to clarify.· There has been a lot of

12· ·misinformation· particularly bad for the Central

13· ·and Western Long Island Sound sites but also some

14· ·for the Eastern here.

15· · · · · · · There has been a lot of press that

16· ·talks about toxic sludge, toxic material going out

17· ·into the Sound.· The regulations that we have in

18· ·place now and the testing that's in place is that

19· ·toxic material cannot be placed in the Sound.

20· ·It's as simple as that.· And the regulations

21· ·specify very detailed testing that has to take

22· ·place, whether you're dredging a small marina all

23· ·the way up to a large federal channel.· There's

24· ·very specified steps.

25· · · · · · · We have to look at the material
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Page 42
·1· ·physically; that is, is it fine-grained material?

·2· ·Is it coarse-grained material?· Particularly if

·3· ·it's coarse-grained, we can almost always find a

·4· ·beneficial use for it.

·5· · · · · · · Chemically, what concentrations of

·6· ·chemicals are in the material?· And then we look

·7· ·biologically.· If you look in the center part

·8· ·here, you see a series of aquaria. Some of the

·9· ·sediment was actually placed in contact with water

10· ·and critters, critters that would be found here in

11· ·the Long Island Sound.· And we see how they

12· ·survive, the ones that are in the water column as

13· ·well as down in the sediment.· Because those are

14· ·all conditions that will help us to determine, Is

15· ·this material suitable to go out in the Sound?· If

16· ·it isn't, then we have to find something else to

17· ·do with it; somehow to sequester it or to take it

18· ·somewhere where it will also be sequestered.

19· · · · · · · And just a quick note on the -- because

20· ·I know there's been lot of information out there

21· ·on how we gauge chemical concentrations.· Here's

22· ·an example of arsenic.· Here's some arsenic in its

23· ·actual pure mineral form here.· It's a naturally

24· ·occurring element.· If we were to collect a sample

25· ·before the Industrial Revolution, and these bar
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·1· ·charts represent the relative concentrations in

·2· ·that, let's say, sediment sample of arsenic.· It

·3· ·could range from really low, in the green bar, to

·4· ·very high, because it's a naturally occurring

·5· ·substance.· It just depends on where you are.

·6· ·Some areas of New England have naturally very high

·7· ·concentrations of it.

·8· · · · · · · So the background concentrations today

·9· ·we would find are very similar, ranging from very

10· ·low to very high.· So how do we gauge that?

11· ·What's appropriate in terms of materials suitable

12· ·or not?· We do biological testing; that is, if

13· ·some of that material is in the sediment and maybe

14· ·released to the water column, is it acute toxicity

15· ·of the potential area?· That is, are organisms

16· ·that could be in contact with it expected to have

17· ·lethal -- to die within a short period of time?

18· ·Or do we expect to have chronic toxicity?· That

19· ·is, organisms that are in contact with it might

20· ·have a diminished life expectancy.· They might not

21· ·grow as well.· They might not reproduce as well.

22· ·Those are the benchmarks that we use to determine

23· ·if material is suitable or not to be placed in an

24· ·open water environment.· If it is toxic, then it

25· ·has to go somewhere else, where it's sequestered,
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·1· ·it's isolated from organisms in the water column.

·2· · · · · · · Similarly, for PCBs, I won't go into

·3· ·this, but different types of chemicals, you know,

·4· ·of organic chemicals, some of which didn't exist

·5· ·before the Industrial Revolution, we created them,

·6· ·now are everywhere.· Essentially, we have to go

·7· ·through the same exercise and determine what's a

·8· ·chronic level, what's an acute level in terms of

·9· ·being concerned about organisms being in contact

10· ·with those.

11· · · · · · · Then if we determine the material is

12· ·suitable to be placed in the open water, now we

13· ·address the specific questions in terms of where

14· ·the material ends up.· With the advances of

15· ·electronics that we have today, we are very

16· ·accurate at being able to place material on the

17· ·sea floor.

18· · · · · · · Every scow, such as the one shown here,

19· ·this is the 3,000 plus yard scow, has a series of

20· ·instrumentation located generally back on the

21· ·stern.· And you see on the right side of that

22· ·screen, we've got a hull sensor that determines

23· ·whether the scow was open or closed.· We have a

24· ·GPS sensor up on the top so we know right where

25· ·the scow is.· We have a draft sensor located down
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·1· ·in the hull, so we can tell whether it's sitting

·2· ·low in the water and fully loaded or whether it

·3· ·has released its load and is sitting up high.

·4· · · · · · · And then finally, we have a data logger

·5· ·to collect all the information and transmit it

·6· ·back to shore.· What that gives us is for every

·7· ·load, be it a private project or a federal

·8· ·project, every load of dredged material that goes

·9· ·out, we have a complete record.· You can see the

10· ·trail of breadcrumbs here.

11· · · · · · · This a project in New Haven.· And you

12· ·can track the scow as it went out to the Central

13· ·site.· The color changed when the draft changed.

14· ·That material is released, and the scow got

15· ·lighter in the water column and then went back

16· ·into the port.

17· · · · · · · So we know its track out there.· We

18· ·know specifically where the material is released.

19· ·And because the tug operator here can actually see

20· ·where the scow is, even if he has a long tow out,

21· ·he can very accurately position, as you saw.· It

22· ·only takes ten to 15 seconds for that material to

23· ·be released, so he can position specifically where

24· ·that material hits the bottom.

25· · · · · · · So then once the material is on the
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Page 46
·1· ·bottom, we've got to track to make sure that it's

·2· ·in the right place and that it stays there.· And

·3· ·so this is a bathymetric map of the Central Long

·4· ·Island Sound site, which is about a 1 x 2 mile

·5· ·rectangle.· And all of the little bumps that you

·6· ·see here are one to two football fields sized,

·7· ·what we call mounds.

·8· · · · · · · Those are areas where, in a given year,

·9· ·in a given project, we directed the scow

10· ·operators, the tug captains, to go to this

11· ·particular point in that specific project or year

12· ·to place the dredged material.· And we basically

13· ·try to pile it up as neatly as we can.· And that

14· ·minimizes the area that's affected in a given

15· ·year, in any dredge season.

16· · · · · · · And then what it allows us to do is, at

17· ·the end of the season, go out and perform the

18· ·bathymetry very accurately, the mapping of the sea

19· ·floor, just as the one you see here, and we can

20· ·determine, yes, this is exactly where we wanted

21· ·it.· We can see how much of a spread and the

22· ·accuracy is literally in the Sound within a few

23· ·inches.

24· · · · · · · So what we can do is map it one year

25· ·and come back the next year after a nor'easter,
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·1· ·after Hurricane Sandy or after Hurricane Gloria.

·2· ·Some of these mounds go back decades.· And we can

·3· ·compare how high was that mound, you know, three

·4· ·years ago?· How high was it after Hurricane Sandy?

·5· ·And we can determine if it were actually losing

·6· ·material.

·7· · · · · · · And what we found is if these sites are

·8· ·selected properly, these mounds are stable

·9· ·literally for decades.· So once they are down

10· ·there, they are stable formations on the sea

11· ·floor.

12· · · · · · · So then what about the impact, the

13· ·potential impacts, of a water column?· This is a

14· ·generalized schematic of the release up here at

15· ·the surface with a fairly deep water column

16· ·material falling, falling, falling, this potential

17· ·for release.· And this is what I had in my mind

18· ·when I first got involved in this work.· But I

19· ·think scaling is a really important thing.

20· · · · · · · And if we look at -- if we try to

21· ·visualize exactly what that looks like from Long

22· ·Island Sound, this is a typical scow.· It's about

23· ·300 feet long.· It's got about 20 feet below the

24· ·waterline when it's fully loaded.· And if you say,

25· ·well, where is the bottom in relationship to that
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·1· ·scow?· It's 300 feet long, typically it's only

·2· ·40 to 80 feet.

·3· · · · · · · So what you see is, we have a very

·4· ·short distance for the material to fall before it

·5· ·hits the sea floor.· It's not going a long, long

·6· ·way.· So the math tells us that that material is

·7· ·going to hit the sea floor very quickly and have

·8· ·very little opportunity to actually be washed into

·9· ·the water column to currents.

10· · · · · · · Here's a video, a short video clip, of

11· ·a poor graduate student who spent probably several

12· ·years with about a 15-foot tank, releasing

13· ·different types of beads from the top, and then

14· ·tracking that material as it falls through the

15· ·water column.

16· · · · · · · And what you see, and you'll get

17· ·another one here.· In the beginning, the material

18· ·actually necks in.· It pulls in on itself because

19· ·it's so dense.· And it's not until it gets very,

20· ·very deep in the water column that you actually

21· ·start to have that material spread out and be

22· ·available for the tidal currents.

23· · · · · · · And that's actually what the case is in

24· ·Long Island Sound, because it's so shallow, the

25· ·material hits the sea floor that, we call it a
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·1· ·bolus, actually has had a chance to spread out.

·2· ·So that's what the predictions are.

·3· · · · · · · But we actually go out and do real

·4· ·measurements using something that you might

·5· ·have as a fish-finder.· We have a very, very

·6· ·sensitive one which allows us to see even very

·7· ·small particles within the water column.

·8· · · · · · · So after disposal of that has happened,

·9· ·we run our vessel across here, and basically paint

10· ·a picture like this, within a matter of a minute

11· ·or two, as to where the more turbulent water is,

12· ·in the center here, with these brighter colors.

13· ·Then we can go back, lower down the sampler,

14· ·collect some of that water, send it off to the

15· ·lab, and verify, Are we having an issue here?· Are

16· ·we releasing chemicals?· Do we have too much

17· ·suspended sediment in the water column?

18· · · · · · · And again, there's a number of reports

19· ·out there that I'm happy to direct you to is that

20· ·this just hasn't been an issue for the type of

21· ·disposal that we do in the Long Island Sound.

22· · · · · · · Then what about the impacts to the sea

23· ·floor?· Clearly, clearly if you're placing a load

24· ·of 3,000 yards of material, where the direct

25· ·footprint of where that material is at the sea
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Page 50
·1· ·floor, there's no doubt there's an impact on the

·2· ·benthic system.

·3· · · · · · · Lots of critters, such as the ones

·4· ·shown here, are buried.· But it's a very

·5· ·short-term impact.· And what we found is a

·6· ·disturbance.· And we've done a number of

·7· ·investigations where we looked within a matter of

·8· ·days, weeks, months to years afterwards.· And what

·9· ·we see is a very rapid recovery.

10· · · · · · · As Bernward showed, some of the images,

11· ·some of the profile images where you have the

12· ·water column here and the sediment down below, you

13· ·can see what kind of critters are in that habitat.

14· ·And literally, within a few days of placing the

15· ·material, we've got worms and things coming back

16· ·in.

17· · · · · · · And generally, for the warmer waters of

18· ·Long Island Sound, within a season, we've got a

19· ·lot of those more advanced like bivalves, things

20· ·that are digging and bioturbating in the sediment

21· ·zone.· So we see a complete recovery generally

22· ·within one or two seasons.· That's the type of

23· ·thing that we track to ensure that we're placing

24· ·material correctly and that all the testing we've

25· ·done up front is sufficient to ensure that the
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·1· ·area recovers after we place the material.

·2· · · · · · · But how do you put that into a scale

·3· ·that's a little bit more recognizable?· One way we

·4· ·try to do that is, in environmental science, is to

·5· ·bring it down to a scale that's more recognizable

·6· ·for us.· Clearly, every time we place dredged

·7· ·material, we have some limited impact on the sea

·8· ·floor.· Is that a significant one?· That's what we

·9· ·have to weigh.· That's what the SEIS has to weigh.

10· · · · · · · So if we do some scaling, let's say we

11· ·take the entire Long Island Sound, and we shrink

12· ·it down to the size of a football field,

13· ·relatively, we shrink down the size of the area we

14· ·are placing material at in a given season, what's

15· ·the comparisons there?· And we have to zoom in all

16· ·the way over here to the corner of the field.

17· · · · · · · And in a given year, we're placing the

18· ·bottom on a particular site like the Eastern Long

19· ·Island Sound site that would be impacted.· This is

20· ·about the size of a plate to a bucket lid.· It's

21· ·very small.

22· · · · · · · Again, we don't believe it has a

23· ·significant impact.· Lots of the other studies, I

24· ·know there have been concerns for the Long Island

25· ·Sound, like lobster abundance, like nutrient
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·1· ·loading.· There's ample data out there to show

·2· ·that dredged material placement has not been --

·3· ·does not have an impact on or is not a significant

·4· ·cause of those issues.

·5· · · · · · · Again, I'm happy to direct folks to

·6· ·those data, to those reports.· So if you're

·7· ·interested, please get ahold of me afterwards.

·8· · · · · · · So we believe it can be done.· If it's

·9· ·managed well, it can be done responsibly with

10· ·minimal impact.· Certainly there is some to the

11· ·benthic system, but minimal overall.

12· · · · · · · But yet we're still trying to make

13· ·beneficial use of this material.· Clearly, all of

14· ·the coarse grain material we can generally find a

15· ·home for, beach renourishment, near-shore

16· ·placement.· It's the fine-grain material that has

17· ·a harder time finding a home, but we're definitely

18· ·working on it.· And you'll see numbers that show

19· ·we made progress.

20· · · · · · · This is a slide that I like to show in

21· ·that context.· This is the Connecticut River

22· ·discharging a huge sediment load following

23· ·Hurricane Irene, Tropical Storm Irene, which

24· ·inundated a lot of Northern New England.

25· · · · · · · What I want to get across in this one
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·1· ·is really twofold.· One, is that sediment

·2· ·transported into the Sound is a natural process.

·3· ·It happens on a regular basis.· And this is far

·4· ·more than many, many years of dredged material

·5· ·placement in the Sound.

·6· · · · · · · But the Sound recovered.· It's a

·7· ·natural part of an ecosystem to be able to deal

·8· ·with sediment loading.· As long as it's managed

·9· ·well, we feel we are consistent with the system.

10· ·The other is that we are always going to have to

11· ·dredge.· There are always going to be events like

12· ·this, even though we have done a lot, made a lot

13· ·of advances at being able to limit the amount of

14· ·runoff from our various urbanized areas.

15· · · · · · · To clean up the amount of what's in

16· ·that material, we're still going to have to dredge

17· ·material that's of a higher quality, but we have

18· ·to find a home for it.· So we're trying on a

19· ·regular basis.

20· · · · · · · We've got a group of folks called the

21· ·New England Regional Dredge Team, which is made up

22· ·of federal agencies as well as representatives

23· ·from all of the New England states.· We meet four

24· ·times a year in different areas of New England.

25· ·And we've got a standard agenda item, which is
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·1· ·Beneficial Reuse of Dredged Material.

·2· · · · · · · So we want to know what the various

·3· ·states are doing in terms of beach nourishment,

·4· ·near-shore placement.· There was recently, in the

·5· ·state of Rhode Island, a pilot project to use

·6· ·material to augment a marsh which was too low.

·7· ·And this is something we expect to see more of

·8· ·with sea level rise.

·9· · · · · · · So there's a lot of promise in there,

10· ·potential marsh creation in areas where

11· ·historically it had marsh that are now washed out.

12· ·So we're clearly working on the problem, and it's

13· ·clearly one that's on the forefront of all the New

14· ·England states.

15· · · · · · · The EPA is in the process of putting

16· ·together a tracking tool that I think, at some

17· ·point, will be publicly available.· And you'll get

18· ·to see where all the states are and where all the

19· ·beneficial use of material is actually going.

20· · · · · · · So with that, I think I'll close.· And

21· ·if again, the slide with contact information is in

22· ·the website, as shown here.· And feel free to give

23· ·me a ring, if you have an interest or question

24· ·related to some of the monitoring that was done.

25· · · · · · · And with that, I'll turn it over to

Page 55
·1· ·Mel, who is going to actually roll out the details

·2· ·of the Draft Proposed Rule here.

·3· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· Thanks, Steve.· I do want to

·4· ·acknowledge and thank Adon Duncanson from the

·5· ·Congressman's office for attending today's

·6· ·hearing.· Thank you.

·7· · · · · · · And thanks again, Steve, and good

·8· ·evening, I guess, everybody.· Mel Cote, Surface

·9· ·Water Branch, EPA Region 1.

10· · · · · · · You now heard about the history of

11· ·dredged material disposal sites in the Long Island

12· ·Sound, the Supplemental Environmental Impact

13· ·Statement, or SEIS, and dredged material

14· ·management and monitoring.· I'm going to go

15· ·through this really quickly, because we're already

16· ·over our time, and I apologize for that.

17· · · · · · · Let's see.· As you heard earlier, in

18· ·June 2005 we published a final rule designating

19· ·the Central and Western disposal site to address

20· ·concerns raised by the state of New York and

21· ·others.· These site designations are subject to

22· ·restrictions on their use.

23· · · · · · · Those restrictions were intended to

24· ·help reduce or eliminate the disposal of dredged

25· ·material in Long Island Sound and included
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·1· ·requirements for the completion of a regional

·2· ·Dredged Material Management Plan for the entire

·3· ·Long Island Sound region, which the Corps

·4· ·completed earlier this year, establishing an

·5· ·inter-agency Long Island Sound Regional Dredging

·6· ·Team, to review alternative analyses for federal

·7· ·and large dredging projects, private dredging

·8· ·projects during the development of the DMMP, and

·9· ·EPA rule makings.

10· · · · · · · So upon completion of the DMMP, the EPA

11· ·was to propose and finalize amendments to the 2005

12· ·rule, describing standards and procedures that

13· ·must be complied with in the future to support the

14· ·goal, again, furthering reduction and elimination

15· ·of open-water disposal.

16· · · · · · · These standards and procedures are at a

17· ·minimum to be consistent with the recommendations

18· ·of the DMMP.· Those recommendations include

19· ·establishing standards and procedures for renewing

20· ·placement or disposal alternatives for all federal

21· ·and large private dredging projects in harbors,

22· ·further studies and development of beneficial use

23· ·and other non-open water alternatives, and

24· ·continuing disposal site management and

25· ·monitoring, and further research on effects of
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·1· ·disposal.

·2· · · · · · · On February 10th, we took the first

·3· ·step in meeting our obligation by publishing the

·4· ·proposed amendments to the 2005 rule in the

·5· ·Federal Register for a 45-day public comment

·6· ·period that ended March 25th.· We received 119

·7· ·individual sets of comments, the majority of which

·8· ·supported the proposed action.· Right now, we're

·9· ·in the final stages of finalizing the rule.· And

10· ·we expect it to be published in the next couple

11· ·weeks.

12· · · · · · · The reason this is important, Central

13· ·and Western support to this issue, is because EPA

14· ·intends to use the same restrictions on the use of

15· ·the proposed Eastern site as it has proposed for

16· ·the Western and Central sites; namely, that there

17· ·will be standards and procedures that will

18· ·encourage the identification, development, and use

19· ·of practicable alternatives to open-water disposal

20· ·and require large dredging project proponents to

21· ·thoroughly evaluate such alternatives.

22· · · · · · · So on April 27th we published a

23· ·proposed rule in the Federal Register for a 60-day

24· ·public comment period that ends on June 27th.

25· · · · · · · So here are the standards that are
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·1· ·included in the proposed rule.· They echo the

·2· ·standards recommended in the Corps's DMMP, and

·3· ·some of the cases go a little beyond that.

·4· · · · · · · First, unsuitable materials should not

·5· ·be disposed at the sites.· And that just

·6· ·emphasizes an already distinct point.

·7· · · · · · · Secondly, sandy material should be used

·8· ·beneficially, wherever practicable.· I think all

·9· ·of us recognize that these materials have

10· ·high value for uses such as beach nourishment or

11· ·near shore bar or berm nourishment.· And as long

12· ·as it's a practicable alternative, project

13· ·proponents will meet to identify and secure

14· ·funding for any needed non-federal cost sharing.

15· · · · · · · ·Finally, for fine-grained material,

16· ·and this is the really tough material to deal

17· ·with, proponents must thoroughly evaluate

18· ·practicable alternatives and use them, if they are

19· ·available.· This material is not typically

20· ·considered appropriate for beach or near shore

21· ·nourishment.· But in the future, such use such as

22· ·marsh creation or restoration may become

23· ·practicable.· And there are a number of pilot

24· ·projects that are underway in other regions of the

25· ·country.
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·1· · · · · · · Only if no other alternative is

·2· ·determined to be practicable may suitable

·3· ·fine-grain material be placed at the designated

·4· ·sites.· The proposed rule expects that all levels

·5· ·of government will continue to exercise their

·6· ·existing authorities to reduce the flow of

·7· ·sediments and contaminants into waterways.· The

·8· ·proposal doesn't create new obligations but

·9· ·instead focuses attention on existing programs

10· ·such as those that address storm water and

11· ·nonpoint sources of pollution in coastal

12· ·communities and along the tributaries of the

13· ·Sound.

14· · · · · · · Those of you who are involved in water

15· ·quality management, and I recognize there are a

16· ·lot of efforts between our stormwater NPDES

17· ·permitting.· There's a lot of activity underway.

18· · · · · · · Finally, the proposed standards retain

19· ·the 2005 restriction that requires that

20· ·practicable alternative must be used, if they are

21· ·available.

22· · · · · · · So that's standards and procedures.

23· ·The proposed rule is built around making the

24· ·interagency Long Island Sound RDT a permanent body

25· ·and enhancing its role.· The RDT's goal is to
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·1· ·reduce or eliminate open-water disposal wherever

·2· ·practicable.

·3· · · · · · · The RDT's primary purpose will be to

·4· ·ensure that all large dredging projects conduct a

·5· ·through analysis of alternative to open-water

·6· ·disposal and make recommendations to the Corps on

·7· ·each project.

·8· · · · · · · Of equal importance, and this is a new

·9· ·proactive goal for RDT that wasn't -- the previous

10· ·RDT didn't do, the RDT will provide a forum for

11· ·continual exploration of beneficial use

12· ·alternatives, for promoting the use of these

13· ·alternatives, and suggesting approaches for

14· ·cost-sharing opportunities.· The RDT also will be

15· ·expected to assist EPA and the Corps with

16· ·long-term activities intended to track disposal of

17· ·dredged material and monitor dredging impacts in

18· ·the Sound.· These include supporting the DAMOS

19· ·program that Steve just talked about.

20· · · · · · · The geographic scope of the Long Island

21· ·Sound RDT will include all of Long Island Sound.

22· ·The RDT will consist of representatives from state

23· ·and government agencies or authorities with

24· ·expertise in dredging and dredged material

25· ·management.· We expect that will include the two

Page 61
·1· ·EPA regions, the Army Corps of New England and New

·2· ·York Districts, possibly the NOAA's National

·3· ·Fisheries Service.· We expect the state of

·4· ·Connecticut, New York and possibly Rhode Island to

·5· ·participate with the environmental management

·6· ·agencies and relevant port authorities.

·7· · · · · · · We are also proposing that the specific

·8· ·details of how RDT operates will be left to them

·9· ·to determine and be allowed to evolve as best

10· ·accomplishes the RDT's purpose.

11· · · · · · · Finally, EPA encourages that the RDT to

12· ·establish and maintain cooperative working

13· ·relationships with other Long Island Sound based

14· ·organizations, such as the Long Island Sound

15· ·Study's Science and Technical Advisory Committee.

16· · · · · · · One last point I'd like to make before

17· ·closing is that we have made excellent progress

18· ·toward meeting the goal of reducing or eliminating

19· ·open-water disposal since the 2005 rule. While

20· ·there is significant variability in the amount of

21· ·dredging from year to year, the most important

22· ·results is that there's been an overall 35 percent

23· ·reduction in the amount of materials disposed

24· ·annually from the past nine years, as compared

25· ·with the 22 years prior to that.
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·1· · · · · · · So I'm going to conclude my

·2· ·presentation by reminding you of the opportunity

·3· ·to provide comments on EPA's proposed rule and the

·4· ·draft SEIS.· In just a few minutes, you will have

·5· ·the opportunity to provide oral comments for the

·6· ·record.· You can also provide comments in writing.

·7· ·The address is right up there.

·8· · · · · · · And we are interested in comments on

·9· ·our preferred alternative, the Eastern Long Island

10· ·Sound Disposal Site, but also the other

11· ·alternatives that we are not recommending.· Thanks

12· ·for your attention and your patience.· I'm now

13· ·going to open the meeting to a public session.

14· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you, Mel.· So the

15· ·next step in the process, the EPA will be

16· ·responding to comments in our Response to Comments

17· ·document.· So if you wish to speak, we're having

18· ·this recorded.· So when you -- Bernward Hay will

19· ·walk around with the microphone.· Please identify

20· ·yourself and your affiliation.· We're taking

21· ·speakers in the order to which they came in.· So

22· ·senator Paul Formica, please.

23· · · · · · · SENATOR FORMICA:· Good afternoon.· And

24· ·thank you for the opportunity to comment on this

25· ·proposed rule.· My name is Paul Formica.· I'm the
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·1· ·current state senator of the 20th district, which

·2· ·includes a portion of Old Saybrook, Old Lyme,

·3· ·East Lyme, Waterford, New London, and a portion of

·4· ·Montville and Bozrah.

·5· · · · · · · I stand in support of the proposed rule

·6· ·for many of the reasons that were spoken about

·7· ·today.· The rule concludes that the site is

·8· ·sufficient to meet the dredging needs of Eastern

·9· ·Long Island Sound.· It also speaks that there are

10· ·no practicable alternatives to this open-water

11· ·disposal with sufficient capacity to handle the

12· ·projected volume.

13· · · · · · · Also it speaks to the importance of

14· ·dredging in military navigation in association

15· ·with the sub base and the Coast Guard facilities

16· ·which provide critical and important homeland

17· ·security and public safety opportunities and

18· ·support for both those operations.

19· · · · · · · Shifting the disposal site also will

20· ·similarly reduce the conflict with activities.

21· ·The rule also asserts it would provide minimal

22· ·potential for interfering with other existing or

23· ·ongoing uses of the marine environment.· The

24· ·dredged material disposal is being regulated

25· ·sufficient to mitigate any environmental impact.
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·1· · · · · · · Having been the owner of a small

·2· ·business of a fish market for the last 33 years,

·3· ·I'm intimately aware of what's going on with some

·4· ·of the problems in Long Island Sound and the

·5· ·support of the fishing industry in that region

·6· ·over those many years.

·7· · · · · · · This rule is consistent with the

·8· ·federally approved Coastal Zone Management Act for

·9· ·New York and Connecticut, and it supports

10· ·activities which contribute substantially to the

11· ·region's economic output.· And for those reasons I

12· ·stand in support and speak in favor of this, as it

13· ·benefits the economic and marine vitality in many

14· ·of the towns and regions up along the 20th

15· ·District.

16· · · · · · · So thank you very much for the

17· ·opportunity to speak today.

18· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

19· · · · · · · George Wisker.

20· · · · · · · MR. WISKER:· Good evening.· My name is

21· ·George Wisker.· I work for the Department of

22· ·Environmental Protection's office of the Long

23· ·Island Sound program.· As an environmental analyst

24· ·3, I've been involved with dredging issues for the

25· ·past 30 years.· I was asked to read a statement
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·1· ·tonight.

·2· · · · · · · Thank you to the EPA for scheduling

·3· ·this and the other public hearings in New York and

·4· ·Connecticut to receive comments on a draft

·5· ·Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement and

·6· ·rule for the potential designation of sites in

·7· ·Eastern Long Island Sound.· EPA determined that a

·8· ·site was necessary because there are currently no

·9· ·disposal sites designated for long-term use in the

10· ·Eastern Long Island Sound region.

11· · · · · · · Dredged sediment management needs

12· ·exceed the current available capacity of

13· ·alternative management options.· And the

14· ·regulations require EPA designation for any

15· ·long-term dredged material open-water site.· The

16· ·state of the Connecticut applauds the efforts by

17· ·EPA and its contractors, which was funded, as you

18· ·heard earlier, primarily by the Connecticut

19· ·Department of Transportation.

20· · · · · · · They documented the existing physical,

21· ·environmental, and socioeconomic conditions of the

22· ·alternative sites, evaluated the three final

23· ·alternatives against the factors that were listed

24· ·earlier by Jeannie, and selected the Eastern Long

25· ·Island Sound alternative as the preferred site.
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Page 66
·1· · · · · · · Connecticut is committed to working

·2· ·with our state and federal partners to develop

·3· ·practicable alternatives to open-water disposal of

·4· ·dredged materials.· However, it is important that

·5· ·all parties recognize that considerable time and

·6· ·financial resources will be required to implement

·7· ·such alternatives, and we must be realistic in our

·8· ·expectations.

·9· · · · · · · If reductions in open-water disposal

10· ·are to be achieved, it is likely they will take

11· ·place over a longer time horizon and in small

12· ·communities.· During this time, it is essential

13· ·that open-water disposal sites in Long Island

14· ·Sound, including an eastern site, remain available

15· ·as environmentally sound, cost-effective options

16· ·for numerous water-dependent uses in Connecticut

17· ·and New York.

18· · · · · · · An Eastern Long Island Sound disposal

19· ·site is vital for serving the dredging needs in

20· ·the region, as the increased cost of transporting

21· ·material to the Central Long Island site is

22· ·excessive in many cases and the elimination of an

23· ·open-water option in the Eastern Sound would have

24· ·dire consequences for the local businesses.

25· · · · · · · The EPA's proposal will maintain the
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·1· ·availability of an open-water site in the Eastern

·2· ·Long Island Sound, which is critical for meeting

·3· ·future dredging needs to support recreational

·4· ·boating, the coastal economy, and continued

·5· ·operations of the U.S. submarine base and Electric

·6· ·Boat.

·7· · · · · · · Thank you.

·8· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

·9· · · · · · · Bill Spicer.

10· · · · · · · MR. SPICER:· William C. Spicer, III,

11· ·speaking on behalf of Spicer's Marina, 93 Marsh

12· ·Road, Noank, Connecticut.

13· · · · · · · There's one issue that we haven't quite

14· ·addressed yet, and I'm going to address it.· There

15· ·are times in the affairs of men that you have to

16· ·stand up and call a spade a spade.· This is one of

17· ·those times.

18· · · · · · · In my opinion, the New York Department

19· ·of State, NYDOS, has been engaged in predatory,

20· ·discriminatory, and unfair actions that adversely

21· ·affect the state of Connecticut and its working

22· ·waterfront.· The NYDOS submitted four letters of

23· ·objection to the recent federal dredging in the

24· ·Mystic River that was helping maintain Mystic's

25· ·historic waterfront viability together with its
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·1· ·historic Mystic Seaport and Marine Museum.

·2· · · · · · · The NYDOS did not succeed in stopping

·3· ·the federal project, but it did stop or severely

·4· ·and adversely affect all of the 12 or so

·5· ·associated nonfederal dredging projects that also

·6· ·wanted to utilize the New London disposal site at

·7· ·that time.· The NYDOS evidently thought it was

·8· ·somehow perfectly okay to hamstring small

·9· ·Connecticut waterfront entities while doing

10· ·considerable TV advertising that if business

11· ·entities would just come to the state of New York

12· ·and invest, those entities would be blessed with

13· ·ten years of no New York state taxes and some

14· ·other goodies.

15· · · · · · · I am here to tell you it is not okay to

16· ·hamstring small Connecticut waterfront entities

17· ·while prejudicially and discriminantly favoring

18· ·your instate investors.· The monkey business of

19· ·the NYDOS has to stop.

20· · · · · · · I'm going to reread this section again.

21· ·I'm here to tell you it's not okay to hamstring

22· ·small Connecticut waterfront entities while

23· ·prejudicially and discriminantly favoring your own

24· ·instate investments.· The monkey business of the

25· ·NYDOS has to stop.
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·1· · · · · · · The EPA proposed rule designating the

·2· ·Eastern Long Island Sound disposal site located

·3· ·offshore from New London, Connecticut for the

·4· ·disposal of dredged material from harbors and

·5· ·navigation channels in Eastern Long Island Sound

·6· ·in the states of Connecticut and New York should

·7· ·be given final approval immediately.· The New York

·8· ·Department of State, NYDOS, should be told in no

·9· ·uncertain terms to cease harassing Connecticut

10· ·waterfront entities.· William C. Spicer, III.

11· · · · · · · We thank you all that have worked on

12· ·the project and have commented on this and will

13· ·comment for their sincere and genuine efforts to

14· ·try to produce a good result.· The baloney from

15· ·New York has to end.

16· · · · · · · Thank you.

17· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

18· · · · · · · James Stidfole.· I apologize if I

19· ·mispronounced.

20· · · · · · · MR. STIDFOLE:· If you want to have it

21· ·spelled, it's S-T-I-D-F-O-L-E.

22· · · · · · · Hi, James Stidfole, New London Port

23· ·Authority.· This whole -- I find this a little

24· ·bizarre in that the ELDS is necessary.· And it's

25· ·obvious.· What's the problem?· Go for it.
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·1· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

·2· · · · · · · Barry Bryan.

·3· · · · · · · MR. BRYAN: Could I come and use the

·4· ·lectern?· I've been in these proceedings for about

·5· ·40 years.· And so why don't you go ahead with the

·6· ·next speaker, and I'll walk down.

·7· · · · · · · I'm Barry Bryan, a 30-year resident of

·8· ·Fishers Island, year-round for the last 18 and a

·9· ·long-term member and former director of the

10· ·Fishers Island Conservancy.· I would like to make

11· ·a brief statement on behalf of the Conservancy to

12· ·be followed up by a detailed comment in these

13· ·proceedings.

14· · · · · · · Since its founding, the Conservancy has

15· ·been opposed, as a general matter, to all

16· ·open-water dumping of dredged spoils in Long

17· ·Island Sound, but it has consistently recognized

18· ·that dredging harbors and navigation channels is

19· ·necessary and that limited open-water dumping may

20· ·be required to meet the Sound's legitimate

21· ·dredging needs until alternative disposal methods

22· ·and technologies can be developed and mandated by

23· ·the regulatory authorities.

24· · · · · · · Fishers Island and the Conservancy have

25· ·a long and frustrating history with the New London
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·1· ·dumping site.· In 1978 a legal challenge to the

·2· ·Trident submarine dumping, brought by NRDC and

·3· ·Fishers Island, ended in a settlement, which

·4· ·obligated the Army Corps to prepare an

·5· ·environmental impact statement considering the

·6· ·disposal sites of Block Island Sound and nearby

·7· ·waters.

·8· · · · · · · This obligation was consistently

·9· ·ignored by the Corps ever since.· In 1981, as you

10· ·know, the Ocean Dumping Act was extended to cover

11· ·Long Island Sound, and that was systematically

12· ·ignored for 21 years by the Corps and the EPA,

13· ·during which it designated or selected no disposal

14· ·sites properly under the Ocean Dumping Act.

15· · · · · · · In 2002 the Conservancy's 1995 lawsuit

16· ·challenging the Seawolf dumping was settled on

17· ·terms that forced the Corps and the EPA to begin

18· ·complying with the law of the Sound for really

19· ·what amounted to the first time.· And soon after

20· ·that, the proceedings, which we are continuing

21· ·today, started.

22· · · · · · · In 2005 the EPA conditionally

23· ·designated sites in Central and Western Long

24· ·Island Sound and suspended the proceedings with

25· ·respect to Eastern Long Island Sound, pending
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·1· ·preparation by the Corps, of a dredged management

·2· ·plan, DMMP, which was mandated by the governors of

·3· ·New York and Connecticut and the EPA, to examine

·4· ·alternatives to open-water dumping with the goal

·5· ·of reducing or eliminating open-water dumping in

·6· ·Long Island Sound, wherever practicable.

·7· · · · · · · When these designation proceedings were

·8· ·suspended, much of the science supporting the

·9· ·designation of the Central and Western Long Island

10· ·Sound had been completed.· But that science had

11· ·not been completed for the Eastern Long Island

12· ·Sound.· Some of it still has not.

13· · · · · · · But the record of proceedings, at the

14· ·time they were suspended, clearly and

15· ·overwhelmingly supported the position of the

16· ·Conservancy that the New London dump site was

17· ·manifestly unsuited for open-water dumping under

18· ·the ODA criteria and under common sense.· The

19· ·currents at the site located at the mouth of The

20· ·Race were too strong for containment of dredge

21· ·spoils.· The waters were too shallow.· It was

22· ·situated right in the middle of the Navy's

23· ·submarine lane, and the commercial

24· ·navigation lanes for New London and eastward of

25· ·the Sound.
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·1· · · · · · · It was located within a mile or so of a

·2· ·designated significant coastal fish and wildlife

·3· ·habitat in The Race, including its formerly

·4· ·abundant lobster fishery, and also within a mile

·5· ·of Fishers Island oyster farm and Connecticut's

·6· ·shellfish beds.· It was located a mile and a half

·7· ·from Fishers Island and its public beaches in West

·8· ·Harbor and even on the South Shore as well as

·9· ·Connecticut beaches.

10· · · · · · · While these designation proceedings

11· ·were going on, the Corps kept dumping at NLDS

12· ·under its purported selection of the site in

13· ·December 1994, just before the Seawolf dumping.

14· ·Even assuming that the Corps' selection of that

15· ·site was proper in accordance with the criteria of

16· ·the Ocean Dumping Act, that selection expired ten

17· ·years later, in December 2004.

18· · · · · · · ·But the Corps just kept dumping in

19· ·violation of the Ocean Dumping Act for seven more

20· ·years until it bailed itself out by sneaking

21· ·a provision into its appropriations bill in the

22· ·dark of the night on December 23, 2011, without

23· ·giving notice to anyone, extending the purported

24· ·selection of NLDS for five years, until December

25· ·of 2016.· That obviously is now water over The
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·1· ·Race, but there it is.

·2· · · · · · · So here we are today, after 14 years of

·3· ·these designation proceedings, tens of thousands

·4· ·of pages of data and scientific reports, and

·5· ·millions of dollars.· The EPA has recommended

·6· ·designation of a slightly reconfigured New London

·7· ·dump site, now renamed the ELDS, as the

·8· ·containment site for dumping of a projected 14 or

·9· ·maybe it's 25 million cubic yards of dredged

10· ·spoils in Eastern Long Island Sound over the next

11· ·30 years.

12· · · · · · · Given our sad history with the New

13· ·London dump site, it should surprise no one to

14· ·learn that the Conservancy is strongly opposed to

15· ·the designation of ELDS as an ODA site now for the

16· ·same reasons that we have opposed dumping there

17· ·for 40 years.

18· · · · · · · Nothing has really changed.· The

19· ·currents are still there.· The EPA assures us that

20· ·the bottom currents are calm, even in storms.· But

21· ·the assurance is based on the flimsy scientific

22· ·evidence; effectively, a single data point in a

23· ·very complex hydrological environment.· The waters

24· ·have not gotten noticeably deeper, at least not

25· ·yet.· The submarine and shipping lanes are still
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·1· ·there.· The eastern portion of NLDS has been

·2· ·closed in the reconfiguration of the NLDS so that

·3· ·the ELDS is now on the westerly side of the

·4· ·submarine lane.· And it is worth noting that

·5· ·neither the EPA nor the Corps makes any mention of

·6· ·the history of the submarine groundings on the

·7· ·NLDS.

·8· · · · · · · We are told that the commercial

·9· ·navigation lanes have moved, but it appears from

10· ·EPA's own charts and its SEIS that all of the

11· ·eastbound traffic of barges, tankers, container

12· ·ships and ferries coming through The Race are

13· ·dumped just south of the NLDS with vessels heading

14· ·for New London passing right over it to get to the

15· ·Thames ship channel.

16· · · · · · · The designated fish habitat and lobster

17· ·fishery in The Race, the oyster farm, shellfish

18· ·beds, and all the beaches are still there.· The

19· ·DMMP has been completed but gives little comfort

20· ·that the Corps will actually carry out its mandate

21· ·to seriously consider alternatives to reduce or

22· ·eliminate open-water dumping wherever practicable.

23· · · · · · · Instead, the Corps makes it quite clear

24· ·that it sees its mission as business as usual,

25· ·dredge and dump in open waters at the, quote,
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·1· ·"least cost environmentally acceptable," closed

·2· ·quote, with no room for weighing environmental

·3· ·cost and benefits.

·4· · · · · · · The DMMP also indicates that the bulk

·5· ·of the material to be dumped in the ELDS would be,

·6· ·quote, "suitable fines," closed quote, presumably

·7· ·fine-grained material that has passed the ODA and

·8· ·Clean Water Act toxicity tests.· Fine grains, of

·9· ·course, are precisely the kinds of spoils

10· ·unsuitable for dumping in a site with strong

11· ·currents like ELDS.

12· · · · · · · How much makes it to the bottom before

13· ·it disperses?· How much of it stays there?· During

14· ·past periods of dumping at NLDS there have been

15· ·sightings of fine grain gray foam at Race Point on

16· ·Fishers Island.· And although we have no evidence

17· ·specifically tying it to dumping at NLDS, in

18· ·recent years, the docks at West Harbor have silted

19· ·up with fine grains drifting in with the tides,

20· ·and deposits of purple, black, hopefully not

21· ·toxic, regularly appear on the beaches on the

22· ·South Shore of Fishers Island.

23· · · · · · · The economics and politics of the NLDS

24· ·have certainly not changed, with Connecticut

25· ·contributing nearly all of the industrial waste
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·1· ·spoils and getting nearly all the jobs and all the

·2· ·economic benefits from dredging.· And New York

·3· ·getting stuck with half of the environmental cost,

·4· ·which is so far unmeasured, of degradation of our

·5· ·shared estuary.

·6· · · · · · · In fact, one of the very few changes

·7· ·since these designation proceedings were suspended

·8· ·in 2005 is the appointment of the University of

·9· ·Connecticut, a Connecticut State-owned

10· ·institution, compensated by the Connecticut

11· ·Department of Transportation as EPA's independent

12· ·contractor to evaluate the scientific studies

13· ·supporting EPA's recommendations to place -- in

14· ·place of consulting firms, like SAIC and Battelle.

15· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Excuse me.· So in order to

16· ·have all of the speakers have an opportunity to

17· ·speak, I'm going to ask everyone, if they could,

18· ·just three to five minutes.· You can provide the

19· ·written comments.· You can e-mail me with written

20· ·comments.· But if you could just keep the verbal

21· ·comments to three to five minutes, that would be

22· ·great.

23· · · · · · · MR. BRYAN: I haven't had my five

24· ·minutes.· Can I have two more minutes?

25· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Sure.
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·1· · · · · · · MR. BRYAN: It is hard not to be a

·2· ·little cynical about all this, 40 years of this.

·3· ·The New London dump site was a bad place to dump

·4· ·admittedly toxic and contaminated spoils in the

·5· ·Trident and Seawolf dumps in 1976 and '95.· It is

·6· ·still a bad place to dump allegedly suitable fine

·7· ·grains there today.

·8· · · · · · · It is also very hard to understand how

·9· ·the good faith application of a GIS multicriteria

10· ·analysis of the entire Eastern Long Island Sound

11· ·area, even an analysis of the EPA's truncated Zone

12· ·of Siting Feasibility which arbitrarily cut off

13· ·the waters of Rhode Island and waters off the

14· ·continental shelf, which are favored by the Ocean

15· ·Dumping Act.

16· · · · · · · It is hard to understand how all this

17· ·process could come up with only two possible

18· ·containment sites, New London and Niantic Bay a

19· ·few miles up the Sound, neither of which is

20· ·remotely suitable for the purpose under the ODA

21· ·criteria.· And one does not have to -- one does

22· ·not have to be at all critical to wonder whether

23· ·the nine other alternative sites presented by the

24· ·EPA were serious candidates that made it through

25· ·the screening process or just straw men picked to
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·1· ·make ELDS look good by comparison.

·2· · · · · · · In any case, what the EPA has done is

·3· ·to present stakeholders with a modified Hobson's

·4· ·choice between two unacceptable options.· Two nags

·5· ·that couldn't make it to the next town.· And one

·6· ·traveler complains, the liveryman, Hobson, says,

·7· ·"You think these horses are bad?· You should have

·8· ·seen the nine I turned down at the auction."

·9· · · · · · · The Fishers Island Conservancy opposes

10· ·the designation of the New London dump site under

11· ·-- as a designated site under Section 102.· It has

12· ·not yet concluded its position with respect to the

13· ·Niantic Bay disposal site.· That one is a little

14· ·less bad, but it is probably the lesser of two

15· ·evils. But the Conservancy is still not sure

16· ·whether it can half-heartedly support that one or

17· ·support only the no action option.

18· · · · · · · Thank you.

19· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

20· · · · · · · Tammy Daugherty.

21· · · · · · · MS. DAUGHERTY:· Hello.· I am the

22· ·Director of Development and Planning for the City

23· ·of New London.· And I would like to thank the

24· ·thoughtful effort of those involved in creating

25· ·this proposal.· The City of New London, as Jim
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·1· ·Stidfole said before me, is in favor of the

·2· ·proposal.

·3· · · · · · · While maritime-linked commerce and

·4· ·military vessel navigation are vastly important to

·5· ·our economy, so is the environmental health of

·6· ·Long Island Sound.· And we feel that the studies

·7· ·have proved that out.· So we just wanted to make

·8· ·sure that we were on the record as supporting.

·9· · · · · · · Thank you.

10· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

11· · · · · · · Lou Burch.

12· · · · · · · MR. BURCH:· For the record, again, my

13· ·name is Lou Burch.· I'm the Connecticut program

14· ·director for Citizens Campaign for the

15· ·Environment.· CCE stands in opposition to the U.S.

16· ·EPA proposal to establish the Eastern Long Island

17· ·Sound disposal site as a long-term disposal site

18· ·for dredged material.· In addition, we remain

19· ·opposed to the extension of the Cornfield Shoals

20· ·disposal site and the re-establishment of the

21· ·entire Niantic Bay disposal site as alternatives

22· ·to the Eastern Long Island Sound site.

23· · · · · · · In 2004 CCE opposed EPA's plan to

24· ·designate two sites in the Western portion of Long

25· ·Island Sound as designated dredged material dump
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·1· ·sites for 20 years.· We were joined by thousands

·2· ·of residents and elected officials from every

·3· ·level of government in New York and Connecticut.

·4· ·The CCE's position at that time was that it is

·5· ·counterproductive that after millions of dollars

·6· ·of public funds being allocated and spent to

·7· ·restore Long Island Sound to then go on to aid in

·8· ·the degradation of the Sound by the designation as

·9· ·a long-term dumping ground.

10· · · · · · · In 2005 the states of New York and

11· ·Connecticut entered into an agreement with the EPA

12· ·to phase out the antiquated practice of open-water

13· ·dumping.· Per the terms of that agreement, U.S.

14· ·Army Corps of Engineers was required to develop a

15· ·Dredged Material Management Plan that would create

16· ·a framework for robust beneficial reuse program

17· ·for dredged material in the Long Island Sound

18· ·region.

19· · · · · · · In 2005, the U.S. Army Corps of

20· ·Engineers released a business as usual plan to

21· ·continue the practice of open-water disposal in

22· ·Long Island Sound as the primary waste disposal

23· ·plan for millions of cubic yards of contaminated

24· ·dredged material.

25· · · · · · · To date, an estimated 17 million cubic
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Page 82
·1· ·yards of dredged material has been disposed

·2· ·already in Long Island Sound.· The DMMP released

·3· ·by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers earlier this

·4· ·year seeks to allow an additional 25 to 30 million

·5· ·cubic yards to be dumped in the sensitive

·6· ·ecosystem over the next 30 years.· And that was,

·7· ·once again, after ten years of a process spending

·8· ·7 million dollars so that the Army Corps of

·9· ·Engineers can come back and say, let's keep

10· ·disposal sites open indefinitely, and we will look

11· ·at beneficial reuse.

12· · · · · · · The plan was supposed to focus on

13· ·beneficial reuse and create solutions to reduce

14· ·and eliminate open-water dumping in the Long

15· ·Island Sound.· Instead, once again, the plan

16· ·focuses on the cheapest and easiest solution,

17· ·which is open-water disposal.

18· · · · · · · Despite the work of the regional

19· ·dredging team, we do not see significant

20· ·substantive progress in phasing out open-water

21· ·disposal.· As the EPA and Army Corps have

22· ·continued to push the same old dumping plan for

23· ·the last decade to change, CCE will offer the same

24· ·response, and that is that the designation of a

25· ·long-term dumping plan, they provide a cheap and
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·1· ·easy fix.· But it is not a long-term solution, and

·2· ·it is not an activity without negative

·3· ·environmental consequences to the Long Island

·4· ·Sound ecology.

·5· · · · · · · We need a plan that reduces open-water

·6· ·disposal of dredged material and starts the

·7· ·process towards creating a long-term disposal plan

·8· ·that focuses on beneficial reuse options.

·9· · · · · · · And while CCE recognizes that dredging

10· ·for the safety of navigation is absolutely

11· ·necessary, we maintain that open-water disposal of

12· ·those materials is not.· Between them, the U.S.

13· ·EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers have received

14· ·literally thousands of comments from the public in

15· ·opposition to this proposal and so far, not

16· ·addressed the concerns of countless New York and

17· ·Connecticut residents, environmental groups, and

18· ·elected officials that have all waited.· For the

19· ·sake of those in the room who may not have had the

20· ·opportunity to read through all these proposals

21· ·over time, and are only hearing one side of these

22· ·issues, I will offer the following comments.

23· · · · · · · First of all, Niantic Bay should remain

24· ·inactive.· It should not be designated as a

25· ·long-term disposal site.· This site was active
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·1· ·from 1969 until 1972 and has already received more

·2· ·than 176,000 cubic yards of dredged material.

·3· ·Niantic Bay has since become a central focus of

·4· ·Long Island Sound restoration efforts as multiple

·5· ·factors have contributed to its declined water

·6· ·quality and biodiversity over the years.

·7· · · · · · · For example, it has been documented by

·8· ·the Long Island Sound Study that Niantic Bay has

·9· ·experienced a disproportionate rise in seasonal

10· ·water temperatures over the last 30 years.· This

11· ·is due in large part to the thermal pollution

12· ·coming from Millstone Nuclear Power Station, which

13· ·pulls in millions of gallons of water on a daily

14· ·basis to cool its reactors.· This super heated

15· ·water is then returned to the Sound through a one

16· ·screw open cooling system.· The thermal pollution

17· ·has had significant impact on cold water species

18· ·such as winter flounder, which are known to spawn

19· ·and habitate the bay during winter months.

20· · · · · · · The increase in water temperatures,

21· ·combined with other water quality challenges, have

22· ·led a measurable decrease in cold water species in

23· ·the Niantic Bay and an increase in fish species,

24· ·many of which are invasive, that have adapted to

25· ·the warmer water temperatures.
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·1· · · · · · · Niantic Bay ecosystem supports are

·2· ·already under distress, and the SEIS does not

·3· ·adequately address how reopening a disposal site

·4· ·from millions of cubic yards of potentially

·5· ·contaminated material could impact the sensitive

·6· ·environment.

·7· · · · · · · Additionally, the Cornfield Shoals site

·8· ·has been identified as a dispersive site and

·9· ·should not be designated as a long-term disposal

10· ·or indefinite site.· This site has been identified

11· ·by the Corps as a dispersive site because material

12· ·is known to have moved after placement.

13· · · · · · · Dredged materials can contain various

14· ·quantities of heavy metals, pesticides, and other

15· ·contaminants and should not be disposed in places

16· ·where material is known to readily be transported,

17· ·contaminating other areas of the Sound.

18· · · · · · · The New London Site has already

19· ·received 8.9 million cubic yards of dredged

20· ·material.· The new plan to dispose 22.6 million

21· ·cubic yards over 30 years is more than double the

22· ·current amount, and remarkably, the EPA has not

23· ·identified any adverse impacts.· The draft

24· ·document significantly undervalues the habitat

25· ·supported by these waters and fails to assess how
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·1· ·long-term dumping will affect these species

·2· ·adversely.· In addition, the document glosses over

·3· ·federally designated essential fish habitat.· The

·4· ·document notes that parts of the proposed areas

·5· ·are federally designated essential fish habitat,

·6· ·defined as those waters and substrates necessary

·7· ·to fish for spawning, breeding, feeding or growth

·8· ·to maturity; a document that lists 15 different

·9· ·species of fish that could be affected, including

10· ·winter flounder, an already struggling species in

11· ·Long Island Sound.

12· · · · · · · So with the addition of 22.6 million

13· ·cubic yards of dredged material, these impacts can

14· ·harm economically and recreationally important

15· ·fish species.· EPA seems to believe the impacts

16· ·would be mitigated because the fish will simply

17· ·swim away from the affected area and return when

18· ·the dumping stops.

19· · · · · · · The Eastern Long Island Sound is also a

20· ·very busy zone for navigation, national security,

21· ·waterborne commerce, and recreational boating.

22· ·And yet the draft document fails to assess how

23· ·these activities might be affected because of the

24· ·long-term dump site.· The document does note that

25· ·vessels approaching New London would pass in the
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·1· ·center or over the Western portion of the

·2· ·alternative dump site, and submarines would be

·3· ·crossing over the center of the site, contributing

·4· ·to increased turbidity.

·5· · · · · · · However, the document does not address

·6· ·how these activities might harm or hinder due to

·7· ·long-term designation of those sites.· Eastern

·8· ·Long Island Sound site is also an important spot

·9· ·for commercial and recreational fishing.· And yet,

10· ·the draft document claims that one commercial

11· ·fisherman and a handful of recreational fisherman

12· ·utilize the area of New London site. CCE believes

13· ·that this is an inaccurate representation.

14· · · · · · · So in conclusion, the Dredged Material

15· ·Management Plan, there were several beneficial

16· ·reuse options that were discussed with eastern

17· ·dredging projects.· These include the Sandy Point

18· ·Marsh, Manchester landfill, Rocky Neck State Park,

19· ·and nearshore area's Bluff Point State Park.

20· ·Unfortunately, the DMMP repeatedly dismisses

21· ·beneficial reuse options because open-water

22· ·dumping is cheaper.· The EPA seems to dismiss the

23· ·opportunity for beneficial reuse as well in their

24· ·no action alternative scenario for utilization of

25· ·appropriate land-based or beneficial reuse

Page 88
·1· ·alternatives and conclude that New York,

·2· ·Connecticut, and Southwest Rhode Island have no

·3· ·available upland sites or beneficial reuse sites

·4· ·which could provide a reasonable long-term

·5· ·alternative to open-water dumping.

·6· · · · · · · So I will wrap up by reiterating that

·7· ·by establishing long-term dump sites, we are

·8· ·continually choosing a cheap, easy fix instead of

·9· ·creating a long-term solution.· And if protecting

10· ·and restoring Long Island Sound is truly a

11· ·priority for the EPA, they must adopt a uniform

12· ·set of values in managing Long Island Sound and

13· ·prioritize beneficial reuse as a real and

14· ·meaningful alternative to open-water disposal.

15· ·Thank you.

16· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

17· · · · · · · I'm going to quickly acknowledge and

18· ·thank the University of Connecticut for offering

19· ·this facility and to mention that Jim O'Donnell

20· ·and Frank Bohlen were part of this study.

21· · · · · · · I'm going to open it up now.· Is there

22· ·anybody else who wanted to speak who did not fill

23· ·out a card and did not have an opportunity?· Okay.

24· ·I'll ask that you try to limit that to one minute.

25· ·We're running overtime.
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·1· · · · · · · So before you begin, sir, I would also

·2· ·like to recognize Ellen Graham from Senator

·3· ·Blumenthal's office.· ·Thank you.

·4· · · · · · · MR. NEILSON:· My name is Keith Neilson.

·5· ·I work professionally in this area by doing

·6· ·permitting and design for waterfront development

·7· ·projects, including dredging.· And I support the

·8· ·proposal as has been submitted.

·9· · · · · · · For the foreseeable future, we will

10· ·have to continue to dredge.· And we can do so in

11· ·accordance with the best management practices of

12· ·the industry.· As our best option today, the DMMP

13· ·and DEIS, in my opinion, are thorough and present

14· ·sound scientific basis.· They are based on

15· ·extensive studies.

16· · · · · · · This is a regional program.· It's an

17· ·important tool of a broad section of our economy,

18· ·both people who live here and utilize the

19· ·waterfront and those who depend upon it for their

20· ·livelihood.· We can do this with substantial

21· ·working together with public and government

22· ·participation to minimize conflicts.

23· · · · · · · I realize this will be a transitional

24· ·undertaking.· It will change in the future, and we

25· ·have to be ready for it, and we have to be willing
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Page 90
·1· ·to work together toward mutually beneficial goals.

·2· · · · · · · The broad consideration of alternatives

·3· ·will be important.· The controls on dredging that

·4· ·we have seen in the last few years are going to

·5· ·have to continue and can be done in accordance

·6· ·with the program guidelines that we have watched.

·7· · · · · · · The monitoring of the disposal sites

·8· ·will be important, and it will bear out the

·9· ·science that has been used as the basis for this

10· ·program.· The continuing evaluation of

11· ·alternatives is already being realized in many of

12· ·the dredging projects that we have to undertake,

13· ·and the consequences of such, in some cases, we do

14· ·use upland disposal.· But for many of the

15· ·sediments that are so fine grained we will have to

16· ·continue to use open-water.

17· · · · · · · I have confidence in the findings of

18· ·this report, and I support it wholeheartedly.· And

19· ·they will work to make the program better as it

20· ·progresses in the future.

21· · · · · · · Thank you.

22· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

23· · · · · · · Up front.

24· · · · · · · MS. SCHIEFERDECKER: My name is Dawn

25· ·Schieferdecker.· I'm a business owner and also the

Page 91
·1· ·chairman of the Marine Trades Association.

·2· · · · · · · Respectfully, two of the speakers ahead

·3· ·of me both took ten minutes, so I'm going to speak

·4· ·what I have prepared and provide further detail

·5· ·electronically.

·6· · · · · · · Thank you for the opportunity to

·7· ·comment on the Environmental Protection Agency's

·8· ·proposed Rule 81FR 24748.· I support the proposed

·9· ·rule and its basis as found in the U.S. Army Corps

10· ·of Engineers' Dredged Material Management Plan and

11· ·the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact

12· ·Statement for Long Island Sound.

13· · · · · · · Dredging is critical to ensure public

14· ·access and commerce.· And my business is one of

15· ·many that depend on safe, reliable navigation in

16· ·order to survive.· The membership of the

17· ·Connecticut Marine Trades Association has a vested

18· ·interest in preserving access to these placement

19· ·sites in order to provide economically viable

20· ·dredge solutions.

21· · · · · · · We need, need, the Eastern Long Island

22· ·Sound disposal site to be open and operational in

23· ·conjunction with Niantic Bay and Cornfield Shoals'

24· ·disposal sites as corresponding options, options,

25· ·for the best planning and decision-making possible

Page 92
·1· ·for the regional dredge team.

·2· · · · · · · I have been to many of these types of

·3· ·hearings over the years, and they are oftentimes

·4· ·filled with emotion.· And to some extent I can

·5· ·understand that.· It's an emotional topic.· Let me

·6· ·share the emotion that's a little less --

·7· ·(phonetic.)

·8· · · · · · · Waterfront property owners and their

·9· ·water-dependent businesses have very, possibly,

10· ·the highest level of interest in keeping the

11· ·waters of our state and in Long Island Sound in

12· ·the best condition possible.· They pour their

13· ·blood, sweat, and tears by working long, hard

14· ·hours in order to provide the best possible public

15· ·access to those resources.

16· · · · · · · Who would want to recreate and spend

17· ·time in a grossly decaying environment?· In 1980

18· ·the state of Connecticut recognized this and

19· ·enacted the Coastal Management Act.· This was a

20· ·codification that included, among other things,

21· ·the determination that the highest and best use of

22· ·waterfront property is a water-dependent use and

23· ·also included a commitment from the state to

24· ·protect those water-dependent uses while also

25· ·protecting our environment.

Page 93
·1· · · · · · · The state of New York has nearly

·2· ·identical language in its coastal management

·3· ·program.· And both programs are consistent with

·4· ·the Federal Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972.

·5· ·Here is -- (phonetic.) The property owners are not

·6· ·legally able to sell to whoever they want to,

·7· ·because their water-dependent use needs to be

·8· ·maintained.

·9· · · · · · · For example, there's no option of

10· ·selling a marina to a condo builder.· If there

11· ·were, public access would be put in severe

12· ·jeopardy.· Without the ability to dredge and

13· ·relocate that material in a planned way that is

14· ·both economically and environmentally sensible,

15· ·the property loses value, because it loses its

16· ·water dependancy.

17· · · · · · · So here we are.· Property owners have

18· ·been legislatively guaranteed protection by

19· ·maintaining a water-dependent use.· However, the

20· ·regulatory part of government is receiving

21· ·pushback after its through development,

22· ·management, and continued research to attain that

23· ·balance.

24· · · · · · · Our industry welcomes an alternative

25· ·to open-water disposal.· Contrary to what some may
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·1· ·believe, it is a multi-year process, involving

·2· ·many layers of professional design, sampling,

·3· ·permits, and contractors that is lengthy,

·4· ·expensive and full of challenges.· Not cheap and

·5· ·not easy.

·6· · · · · · · After seeing the presentation prior to

·7· ·public comment, it makes it a lot easier to

·8· ·understand why we have to jump through all those

·9· ·hoops.· This science is coming along, but it's not

10· ·quite there yet.· I'm frightened to think how the

11· ·negative impact to jobs in the economy if we

12· ·cannot maintain appropriate open-water disposal

13· ·while the technology moves forward.

14· · · · · · · Between Connecticut and the Long Island

15· ·Sound region of New York, just the recreational

16· ·boating industry alone generates nearly 12 billion

17· ·dollars and over 13 thousand jobs, with

18· ·Connecticut leading the way.· Consider the impact

19· ·of laying off skilled workers who will need to

20· ·relocate outside of Connecticut and New York to

21· ·find gainful employment.· And that only includes

22· ·one sector of the working waterfront region.

23· · · · · · · The present issue of the time seems to

24· ·come down to a common theme:· Balance.· That can

25· ·be emotion versus reason.· It could be rumors

Page 95
·1· ·versus science.· Today the science that is

·2· ·proposed is based upon and clearly indicates

·3· ·open-water disposal to be the most cost-effective

·4· ·and environmentally compatible method of placement

·5· ·without adversely affecting Long Island Sound

·6· ·through the majority of dredged material.

·7· · · · · · · They never said it was all dredged

·8· ·material.· They said it was the majority.· With

·9· ·continued diligence of testing, monitoring, and

10· ·innovative alternate solutions, I believe the

11· ·open-water location sites offer an acceptable

12· ·balance to not only maintain Long Island Sound as

13· ·the treasure that we know and love, but also work

14· ·to make it better.

15· · · · · · · Thank you.

16· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.· Okay.· Anybody

17· ·else?

18· · · · · · · MS. FUERY:· My name is Erica Fuery.

19· ·I'm an environmental scientist with Cardno.· I've

20· ·been working on dredged material management and

21· ·dredging projects here in the area for 15 years.

22· ·I do support the designation of these sites, as

23· ·they are a necessary means to dispose of clean

24· ·dredged material.· However, I believe the state of

25· ·Connecticut has not reached its full potential in
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·1· ·terms of beneficial reuse.· There's a lot of talk

·2· ·about wanting to implement that more often.

·3· ·However, here, especially in the Eastern Long

·4· ·Island Sound region, we are severely hindered by a

·5· ·lack of shore side facilities with which to

·6· ·dewater the dredged material and prepare the

·7· ·transport to upland disposal sites.

·8· · · · · · · Unfortunately, the cost of real estate

·9· ·in this area, maybe it's not feasible.· Also this

10· ·material, once it hits the air, there's a lot

11· ·incompatible uses when it comes to locating these

12· ·facilities.· But I believe that should be looked

13· ·at if beneficial reuse in this area is fully

14· ·realized.

15· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

16· · · · · · · MR. HEWSON:· Good afternoon.· I'm Danny

17· ·Hewson.· And I'm one of the vice presidents in

18· ·Mystic Seaport.· And just a little bit of

19· ·background about the museum.· We have -- it's

20· ·about a 17-acre site on the water side of Route

21· ·27.· And we have over 2,200 linear feet of

22· ·bulkheads and waterfront structures.· And we have

23· ·about 275,000 visitors a year to the museum.

24· · · · · · · Out of all of that, we have over

25· ·$300,000 of direct income that's directly
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·1· ·attributable to access by boats, large and small,

·2· ·to the museum.· And I think it's important to

·3· ·remember that within the last year or so the

·4· ·Mystic River Channel was dredged to its historic

·5· ·approved amount of 12 feet above the Route 1

·6· ·Bridge.· And we have several berths within the

·7· ·museum and vessels that we own that require drafts

·8· ·of more than 12 feet.

·9· · · · · · · For us to be able to operate our ship

10· ·lift requires a draft in excess of 12 feet.· So

11· ·it's important that at least we get access to the

12· ·channel from those deep sites that also need to be

13· ·dredged again.· They have been dredged in the

14· ·past.· But we're not likely talking about any

15· ·original dredged material.· It's material that's

16· ·come in since I've been working at the museum for

17· ·the last 30 or 40 years.

18· · · · · · · We also have a large transient boat

19· ·business that is dependent on access to our docks

20· ·and our waterfront.· And I would just like to end

21· ·by saying it is vitally important that there's an

22· ·acceptable way for us to be able to dispose of

23· ·dredged material.· And it's very important for the

24· ·economic development in our area.

25· · · · · · · Thank you.
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·1· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

·2· · · · · · · Any more?· One more.· Would anybody

·3· ·else like to speak?

·4· · · · · · · Okay.· I'm going to introduce Mel Cote

·5· ·to officially close up the meeting.· I thank you

·6· ·all.

·7· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· And I want to thank Keith

·8· ·again.· I want to thank everybody here who

·9· ·attended and took the time to listen, about

10· ·listening to the process and listen to what our

11· ·preferred alternative is, what our plans are for

12· ·the future.

13· · · · · · · And I want to thank the University of

14· ·Connecticut for hosting.· I also want to welcome

15· ·anybody else who wants to go through it one more

16· ·time at 5:00 this afternoon.· We'll still be here.

17· ·Thank you very much.· The hearing is adjourned.

18· · · (The hearing adjourned at 3:06 p.m.)
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·1· · · · · · · · CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

·2· · · ·I, Margaret R. Golden, a Registered

·3· ·Professional Reporter/Notary Public within and for

·4· ·the State of Connecticut, do hereby certify that

·5· ·the foregoing proceedings were heard by me on May

·6· ·26, 2016, and thereafter transcribed by me to the

·7· ·best of my ability.

·8· · · · · ·I further certify that I am neither counsel

·9· ·for, related to, nor employed by any of the parties

10· ·to the action in which this hearing is taken; and

11· ·further, that I am not a relative or employee of

12· ·any attorney or counsel employed by the parties

13· ·hereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in

14· ·the outcome of the action.

15· · · ·WITNESS my hand and affixed my seal this 18th

16· ·day of June, 2016.
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·1· · · (The hearing commenced at 5:06 p.m.)

·2· · · · · · · MR. HAY:· Okay.· We'll get started.

·3· ·It's six minutes after 5:00, so we're a few

·4· ·minutes late.· So welcome to this public meeting

·5· ·this afternoon.· Before we start, a couple of

·6· ·housekeeping measures.· One is, the restroom is up

·7· ·the stairs in the corridor, to your right.· And

·8· ·secondly, please turn off your cell phone, if you

·9· ·would.

10· · · · · · · This hearing -- my name is Bernward

11· ·Hay. I'm with the Louis Berger group.· I'm an

12· ·environmental scientist.· This hearing is held to

13· ·solicit comments on the draft rulemaking to

14· ·designate the Eastern Long Island Sound Dredged

15· ·Material Disposal Site and the draft of the

16· ·Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement,

17· ·abbreviated, SEIS.

18· · · · · · · The action is designed to serve the

19· ·Eastern Long Island Sound region of Connecticut

20· ·and New York.· The lead federal agency is the U.S.

21· ·Environmental Protection Agency.· The EPA is

22· ·requesting comments from the public on the draft

23· ·SEIS.

24· · · · · · · This document is publicly available on

25· ·the EPA Region 1 website.· In addition to the

Page 4
·1· ·public meeting, there were also public meetings

·2· ·yesterday; two meetings in New York, and there was

·3· ·an earlier one today, here, in the same facility.

·4· ·We thank the University of Connecticut for making

·5· ·this facility available.

·6· · · · · · · The comment period for this ends on

·7· ·June 27, 2016.· You can see the website for

·8· ·information.· The EPA and other agencies will

·9· ·present information about the project for the next

10· ·hour.· After the presentations, the floor will be

11· ·open for comments until 7:00 p.m.· If you wish to

12· ·speak, we ask you to sign in at the registration

13· ·desk, if you haven't already.· When registering to

14· ·speak, please provide your contact information and

15· ·any affiliation.

16· · · · · · · Speakers will be heard in the order in

17· ·which they are registered to speak, with elected

18· ·officials and government representatives speaking

19· ·first.· We ask that you limit your comments to

20· ·five minutes so that others can speak, although I

21· ·think it probably won't be a problem.

22· · · · · · · If you have extended comments, you may

23· ·want to summarize them in a verbal statement and

24· ·submit your comments in writing at the

25· ·registration desk, which will make them a part of
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·1· ·the public record.· Please note that the focus of

·2· ·this hearing is to receive verbal comments on the

·3· ·draft SEIS, the presentations this afternoon, and

·4· ·the regulatory process.

·5· · · · · · · This public hearing is being recorded

·6· ·by a stenographer and an audio recording device.

·7· ·The transcript of the hearing will be entered into

·8· ·the public record and posted on the EPA's website.

·9· · · · · · · We will now move to the presentations.

10· ·Please note that also the presentations will be

11· ·made available on the website, and you can look at

12· ·it at a later stage.· The agency representatives

13· ·that will be presenting here today will be Mel

14· ·Cote from the Surface Water Branch, the EPA's

15· ·chief of that branch; Jean Brochi, who is the

16· ·project manager from the Ocean and Coastal

17· ·Protection Unit and EPA Region 1, and Steve Wolf

18· ·from the Corps of Engineers for the New

19· ·England District.

20· · · · · · · With that, let's welcome, please, Mr.

21· ·Cote to the meeting.

22· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· Great.· Thanks, Bernward,

23· ·and good evening, everyone, all of you.

24· · · · · · · Thank you for coming to this public

25· ·hearing.· And we really appreciate you coming to
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Page 6
·1· ·learn more about the process and provide comments

·2· ·on the proposed move to the designated Eastern

·3· ·Long Island Sound Dredged Material Disposal Site

·4· ·and the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact

·5· ·Statement that supports our proposal.

·6· · · · · · · As Bernward mentioned, my name is Mel

·7· ·Cote.· The Surface Water Branch, for those who

·8· ·care, administers the ocean and coastal programs

·9· ·for the six New England states, I should say five

10· ·and then other programs.· So the branch of these

11· ·two sections, the ocean and coastal is

12· ·an (inaudible) source.· Before that I managed the

13· ·ocean and coastal programs for 13 years, and prior

14· ·to that, I spent nine years as the Region 1

15· ·Program Manager for the Long Island Sound Study.

16· ·So I'm pretty familiar with Long Island Sound's

17· ·watershed and the various issues associated with

18· ·it.

19· · · · · · · I'm sure many of you know that EPA and

20· ·the Army Corps of Engineers co-regulate dredging

21· ·and dredged material disposal under federal

22· ·authorities by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

23· ·and under Sections 102 and 103 of the Marine

24· ·Protection Research and Sanctuaries Act, also

25· ·known as the Ocean Dumping Act.

Page 7
·1· · · · · · · In administering these programs, we

·2· ·also work closely with other federal resource

·3· ·management agencies like the National Marine

·4· ·Fisheries Service and with state environmental

·5· ·coastal zone management agencies to ensure proper

·6· ·coordination and consistency with statutory and

·7· ·regulatory requirements and environmental

·8· ·standards.· Since 1980, EPA and the Corps have

·9· ·been applying sediment testing requirements of the

10· ·Ocean Dumping Act to all federal dredging projects

11· ·and private projects generating more than 25,000

12· ·yards.

13· · · · · · · Dredged material that meets these

14· ·criteria and is determined to be suitable for

15· ·ocean disposal may be disposed of at one of the

16· ·four sites in Long Island Sound, known as the

17· ·Western Long Island Sound, Central and Long Island

18· ·Sound, Cornfield Shoals, and New London disposal

19· ·sites.

20· · · · · · · The Western and Central Long Island

21· ·Sound sites were designated by EPA in 2005 and, as

22· ·you probably know, we proposed amendments to that

23· ·site designation rule on February 10th that

24· ·removed some of the original conditions, like the

25· ·Corps completing a Long Island Sound Dredged

Page 8
·1· ·Material Management Plan, and places new

·2· ·conditions that are intended to reduce or

·3· ·eliminate open-water disposal of dredged material

·4· ·in Long Island Sound.

·5· · · · · · · The Cornfield Shoals and New London

·6· ·sites were evaluated and selected as disposal

·7· ·sites pursuant to programmatic and site-specific

·8· ·environmental impact statements that were prepared

·9· ·by the Corps most recently in 1991.· In 1992,

10· ·Congress decided any new provisions of the Ocean

11· ·Dumping Act for the first time that established

12· ·time limits on the availability of Corps' selected

13· ·sites for disposal activity.

14· · · · · · · Use of the selected site can be

15· ·extended; however, the site is designated by EPA

16· ·for long-term use.· So the statutory construct is

17· ·that the Corps can select disposal sites for only

18· ·short-term limited use, whereas Congress

19· ·authorized the EPA to undertake long-term site

20· ·designation, subject to ongoing monitoring

21· ·requirements, to ensure the sites remain

22· ·environmentally sound.

23· · · · · · · To summarize, the EPA's

24· ·responsibilities related to dredging and dredged

25· ·material disposal include designating disposal

Page 9
·1· ·sites for long-term use, promulgating regulations

·2· ·and criteria for disposal site selection, and

·3· ·permitting discharges, reviewing Corps' dredging

·4· ·projects and permits, developing site monitoring

·5· ·and management plans for designated sites, and

·6· ·monitoring disposal sites jointly with the Corps.

·7· · · · · · · I'm going to provide some background on

·8· ·how the proposed designation of an eastern

·9· ·disposal site relates to the Central and Western

10· ·Long Island Sound sites.

11· · · · · · · The process began in 1998 when the EPA

12· ·and Corps agreed to conduct a formal site

13· ·designation process for all the Long Island Sound

14· ·disposal sites following the criteria established

15· ·in the Ocean Dumping Act.· We also agreed that the

16· ·system with the past practice of designating

17· ·disposal sites would follow the EPA statement of

18· ·policy for voluntary preparation of National

19· ·Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA, documents and

20· ·would prepare an Environmental Impact Statement,

21· ·or EIS, to evaluate different dredged material and

22· ·placement options.

23· · · · · · · In June 1999, we filed a Notice of

24· ·Intent in the Federal Register announcing our

25· ·plans to prepare with the Corps and other federal
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Page 10
·1· ·and state agencies an Environmental Impact

·2· ·Statement, EIS rather, to evaluate and potentially

·3· ·designate dredged material disposal sites for the

·4· ·entire Long Island Sound region.

·5· · · · · · · We began the Sound-wide field data

·6· ·collection effort in 1999 but were slowed by both

·7· ·the technical complexities and the financial

·8· ·constraints associated with the large scale,

·9· ·multiple site project.· In March 2002, the Central

10· ·Long Island Sound disposal site scheduled to close

11· ·in February of 2004.· That's when the site

12· ·selections expired.

13· · · · · · · EPA and the Corps announced their

14· ·intent to develop the EIS in two stages, Western

15· ·and Central Long Island Sound first, followed by

16· ·the Eastern Sound once the site or sites had been

17· ·designated to serve the Western and Central

18· ·regions.· As it turns out, and as probably most of

19· ·us know, the designation of the Central and

20· ·Western Long Island Sound disposal sites was

21· ·contested by the state of New York, which led to

22· ·the inclusion of conditions that would need to be

23· ·met in order for the sites to remain open for the

24· ·long term.

25· · · · · · · The most significant of these

Page 11
·1· ·conditions was the completion of the Long Island

·2· ·Sound DMMP by the Corps.· So all the human

·3· ·financial resources that would have gone into

·4· ·moving forward on the site designation process for

·5· ·the Eastern Long Island Sound was focused on

·6· ·completing the DMMP.

·7· · · · · · · Some of the initial studies that were

·8· ·conducted for the DMMP, including the Dredging

·9· ·Needs Survey completed in 2009 and updated last

10· ·year, and the Analysis of Placement Alternatives,

11· ·completed in 2012, formed the basis for the EPA's

12· ·determination that there was, in fact, a need for

13· ·at least one disposal site to serve the Eastern

14· ·Long Island Sound region. Upon making that

15· ·determination, the EPA began the process for

16· ·preparing the SEIS.

17· · · · · · · So, at this time, I'm going to turn it

18· ·over to Jean Brochi, our project manager for the

19· ·SEIS.

20· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you, Mel.· I would

21· ·like to take a moment to acknowledge Max Goldman

22· ·from Senator Murphy's office.

23· · · · · · · So again, this meeting or this hearing

24· ·is to accept comments on the Supplemental

25· ·Environmental Impact Statement and the rule making

Page 12
·1· ·for Eastern Long Island Sound.· As Mel had

·2· ·mentioned, the Marine Protection Research and

·3· ·Sanctuaries Act, Section 102, authorizes the EPA

·4· ·to designate sites for long-term use.· EPA also is

·5· ·involved in reviewing permits, Army Corps of

·6· ·Engineers' permits, under the Clean Water Act and

·7· ·MPRSA.

·8· · · · · · · So I'm going to cover the approach, and

·9· ·then Bernward is going to go into details on the

10· ·study itself.· So the approach was that EPA went

11· ·out, in 2012, with the Notice of Intent that we

12· ·were going to start this process.· We had public

13· ·participation meetings throughout the process, and

14· ·those meetings were informational meetings where

15· ·we would gather -- presenting information and

16· ·gathering comments.· We looked at alternatives to

17· ·open-water disposal.· We used site screening,

18· ·which we'll get into in a minute.· And that's how

19· ·we evaluate disposal sites.

20· · · · · · · We narrowed it down from 11 sites,

21· ·originally, to three alternative sites.· And now

22· ·we're proposing the one site, Eastern.· That is

23· ·the preferred alternative.· As Mel had said, there

24· ·are four sites available currently.· Cornfield

25· ·Shoals and New London site expire in December

Page 13
·1· ·23rd, 2016.

·2· · · · · · · So, again, it was October 16, 2012 when

·3· ·we did the Notice of Intent.· We've had, in

·4· ·addition to the public meetings, there were six

·5· ·public meetings.· We had a meeting here and

·6· ·yesterday.· We've had two hearings.· In addition

·7· ·to that, we've had cooperating agency meetings.

·8· ·And a cooperating agency includes representatives

·9· ·from New York, Connecticut, other federal

10· ·agencies.· We met throughout the process.

11· · · · · · · In addition to that, the EPA issued a

12· ·draft rulemaking on April 27th, 2016.· EPA also

13· ·revised the website and all of the documentation,

14· ·including the 3,300 page SEIS, ten appendices are

15· ·all uploaded to our website.· So I encourage you

16· ·to look at those.

17· · · · · · · We also have an e-mail notification

18· ·system.· You may have noticed, when you

19· ·registered, it asks you if you wanted e-mail.

20· ·We'll add you to the e-mail mailing list if you

21· ·checked that off.· We also have a mailbox to

22· ·accept comments, it's elis@epa.gov.

23· · · · · · · So the first step in the process was to

24· ·create a site of -- a zone of site feasibility to

25· ·cover the eastern region.· And what you can see,
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Page 14
·1· ·the black lines are that area.· And then you can

·2· ·see disposal sites.· This is Western, this is

·3· ·Central, Cornfield and then New London.· This

·4· ·green box represents the eastern site that we're

·5· ·proposing.· And this is not to scale.

·6· · · · · · · So part of the site screening criteria,

·7· ·again, is from the Marine Protection and Ocean

·8· ·Sanctuaries Act, it's 40 CFR, Part 228, and there

·9· ·are five general and 11 specific criteria that we

10· ·use when we are creating our Environmental Impact

11· ·Statement.

12· · · · · · · What I show you here is the original 11

13· ·sites that were then scaled down because they did

14· ·not meet the criteria down to three preferred

15· ·sites and, ultimately, down to the one preferred

16· ·alternative.

17· · · · · · · Some of the things we consider are

18· ·sedimentary environments.· So currents and

19· ·physical conditions.· We look at biological

20· ·resources, shellfish beds, fishery, habitat,

21· ·recreational use, conflicting uses, commercial,

22· ·navigation, are there pipes, are there cables, all

23· ·those things we consider.· And we evaluate and

24· ·screen out sites based on those conditions.

25· · · · · · · As Mel mentioned, the report from the

Page 15
·1· ·Army Corps of Engineers came out in 2009 and was

·2· ·updated in 2015.· That was a 30-year projected

·3· ·estimate of what the needs in the region would be.

·4· ·For that, the estimate is 22.6 million cubic yards

·5· ·for the eastern portion of the Sound and 53 for

·6· ·Long Island Sound; so total, 53 million cubic

·7· ·yards.

·8· · · · · · · The capacity available between

·9· ·alternatives and open-water sites is not enough to

10· ·meet that need.· In addition, we take into

11· ·consideration environmental review, haul distance,

12· ·and just from the Connecticut River dredging

13· ·center, which is the largest dredging center here,

14· ·to New London it's 12 miles, nautical miles.· And

15· ·then to Central Long Island Sound it's twice that.

16· · · · · · · One of the things with a designated

17· ·site is that we have -- we establish a site

18· ·management and monitoring plan.· And we monitor

19· ·the sites in conjunction with the Army Corps of

20· ·Engineers.· That plan is updated every ten years.

21· ·Army Corps of Engineers and EPA meet annually.· As

22· ·part of that revision, we will meet with other

23· ·state and regulatory agencies to discuss the

24· ·management and monitoring.· And we look at, have

25· ·there been biological changes, are there any

Page 16
·1· ·physical changes.

·2· · · · · · · As Mel had mentioned, there are site

·3· ·restrictions.· So with the EPA designated site, we

·4· ·can restrict the site use.· In this case, Mel went

·5· ·through them, but we have representatives from

·6· ·Connecticut, Rhode Island, and New York who will

·7· ·serve on our regional team to ensure alternatives

·8· ·are used and to discuss the dredging projects.· We

·9· ·also are going from four sites that currently

10· ·exist to three.· So there's a site reduction.

11· · · · · · · Bernward Hay now is going to discuss

12· ·the sample studies.· Thank you.

13· · · · · · · MR. HAY:· Thanks, Jeannie.· So after

14· ·the screening process, we were left with three

15· ·alternative sites that we'll talk about in more

16· ·detail.· That's the New London site, Niantic Bay

17· ·site, and the Cornfield Shoals site.· The New

18· ·London site consists of the active disposal site

19· ·with an extended area.· The Cornfield Shoals

20· ·consists of the existing Cornfield Shoals site,

21· ·and the Niantic Bay site consists of the historic

22· ·Niantic Bay disposal site and an extension of the

23· ·area.· The colors shown on this graph represents

24· ·water depths, with brown being shallow waters and

25· ·blue being the deepest part of the water.· So if

Page 17
·1· ·you were to pick a point here, Plum Island will be

·2· ·here, Orient Point.

·3· · · · · · · So for this analysis we did a number of

·4· ·studies.· We did four or five studies, both for

·5· ·the site screening as well as the analysis of the

·6· ·three sites.· And I should acknowledge here, the

·7· ·document was prepared by the University of

·8· ·Connecticut as a prime contractor.· Louis Berger,

·9· ·my company was a subcontractor.· And the study was

10· ·financed by the Connecticut Department of

11· ·Transportation.

12· · · · · · · So the five studies consist of the

13· ·physical ocean graphics, sorry, physical

14· ·oceanography study, the side-scan sonar survey,

15· ·the biological characterization, sediment

16· ·chemistry survey, and the sediment profile survey.

17· ·I'll talk about those a little bit more in detail.

18· · · · · · · The physical oceanography survey and

19· ·study deals with the dynamic in the ocean, waves,

20· ·currents, tidal forces, et cetera, and tries to

21· ·determine, as one of the key items, the fate of

22· ·the dredged material.· Where does the material go

23· ·once it's disposed and also when is it disposed.

24· ·And for that study, a one-year monitoring program

25· ·was taking place.

J-1-187

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com
YVer1f

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Evening Session 

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com Pages 14..17
YVer1f



Page 18
·1· · · · · · · All these different stations, as you

·2· ·see here, is equipment on the sea floor as well as

·3· ·shipboard surveys that had an extensive amount of

·4· ·equipment, which you can see here.· For example,

·5· ·this was an instrumentation frame that was lowered

·6· ·multiple times over this one-year study in all

·7· ·these different locations and incorporated

·8· ·additional data from Connecticut DEEP as well as

·9· ·buoy stations it has for meteorological data.· So

10· ·all this data was put together into a model, and a

11· ·number of different products were produced.

12· · · · · · · What are the currents, what current

13· ·directions occur at different times of the year at

14· ·different times of the tidal cycle, as well as

15· ·this image here that shows bottom stress.· It's an

16· ·important image, and it shows maximum bottom

17· ·stress based upon data collected over

18· ·approximately a year.

19· · · · · · · The bottom incorporates the maximum

20· ·conditions that occur, for example, Hurricane

21· ·Sandy, which was a pretty extreme event.· So what

22· ·you see basically in light colors is the bottom

23· ·stress.· Bottom stress is basically the force that

24· ·acts on the particles and result in resuspension,

25· ·depending on the forces.· If the force is light,

Page 19
·1· ·you don't get resuspension; if the force is heavy,

·2· ·you do.

·3· · · · · · · So relatively low bottom stress exists

·4· ·north of this magenta line here, and relatively

·5· ·high bottom stress exists south of the magenta

·6· ·line.· So we call this area as containment.· The

·7· ·material in this area is contained under those

·8· ·kinds of conditions.· We notice that the New

·9· ·London site is within this blue zone, whereas this

10· ·zone here, forces are such that material is

11· ·dispersed, because sites located in zone --

12· ·dispersive sites, you notice that the Niantic Bay

13· ·site has both conditions of containment as well as

14· ·conditions of dispersion.

15· · · · · · · The Cornfield Shoals site is located

16· ·entirely in a dispersive area, the material there

17· ·moves.· The side-scan sonar survey basically

18· ·consists of an image of the sea floor and allows

19· ·us to tell us what kind of features exist.· Those

20· ·features allow us to tell things like currents,

21· ·current directions, current strength.

22· · · · · · · Here you see, for example, a dune, a

23· ·steeper face on this side, and a shallow face on

24· ·this side.· Even though the current moves in both

25· ·directions in this area, the net flow is towards

Page 20
·1· ·the west.· So that's the sample image from the

·2· ·Cornfield Shoals site, which I mentioned is a

·3· ·dispersive site for material.

·4· · · · · · · By comparison, if you look at the New

·5· ·London site, you don't see those kinds of

·6· ·sedimentary features indicating that material

·7· ·actually is not mobilized.· It is consistent with

·8· ·what you learned on the physical oceanography

·9· ·study through the bottom stress calibrations. The

10· ·sediment chemistry investigation was -- consisted

11· ·of taking samples at about 40 different stations.

12· ·Some samples were collected with a grab sampler.

13· · · · · · · This is an example of what a sample

14· ·looks like.· This is an example of the New London

15· ·site, but samples were also taken at other

16· ·locations.· These samples were then analyzed for

17· ·metals, organic compounds, PCBs, pesticides and

18· ·other organics, as well as grain size and metals.

19· ·We also did a biological characterization of the

20· ·area.

21· · · · · · · Notice the sampling stations here.· The

22· ·investigations checked the health of organisms

23· ·living on the sea floor.· And there was a trawl

24· ·survey done by the Connecticut DEEP Long Island

25· ·Sound Trawl Survey Program looking at fish

Page 21
·1· ·diversity in the area, both on site or near site

·2· ·to prepare the data.

·3· · · · · · · Finally, the fifth study was a sediment

·4· ·profile survey that looked at the diversity of the

·5· ·benthic community from a different perspective.

·6· ·What you see here is a water column, sediment

·7· ·surface, then a slice of the sediment.· You can

·8· ·tell by -- here, for example, the position of

·9· ·organisms.· You can tell how healthy the sediment

10· ·is.· It's a program that is used commonly by

11· ·DAMOS, by the monitoring program of the Corps of

12· ·Engineers.· And Steve Wolf will talk about this.

13· · · · · · · So all of this put together, let's have

14· ·a quick overview of the three sites then summarize

15· ·the existing conditions.· This is the New London

16· ·site.· The features here are the existing dredged

17· ·material disposal site.· Notice the uneven surface

18· ·there, indicative of the dredged material disposal

19· ·mounds.· That's still there after all these years

20· ·of disposal.· You see all of this here, this area,

21· ·and some on this corner.· There's a shipwreck

22· ·located right in this corner here that's not shown

23· ·in this graph.· Water depth is about 45 to 80

24· ·feet.· The size of the entire box is two and a

25· ·half miles by one nautical mile.
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Page 22
·1· · · · · · · Niantic Bay, this is the historic

·2· ·Niantic Bay disposal site.· The extended area here

·3· ·was added to accommodate an area here that is a

·4· ·containment area.· There's not much happening

·5· ·here.· It's mostly sand, fairly flat. Some

·6· ·sedimentary features indicating sediment

·7· ·transport, consistent with its dispersive nature.

·8· ·You see bedrock here and a boulder area here.

·9· · · · · · · Finally, the Cornfield Shoals site.

10· ·It's 150 feet to 190 feet deep, fairly flat.· You

11· ·don't see any features, features that we saw

12· ·earlier at the New London site like the disposal

13· ·mounds.· Again, this is consistent with the fact

14· ·that it's a dispersive site.· Down here you see

15· ·some sand waves, again, indicative of the tidal

16· ·forces at play in this part of the Sound.

17· · · · · · · So let's just summarize quickly.· And

18· ·this slide really doesn't do justice to the stuff

19· ·in here, which is like 440 pages, and the other

20· ·2,500 pages which have data, facts, and

21· ·information, results.· So I encourage you to take

22· ·a look at this, as Jean mentioned already, to

23· ·really get the details.

24· · · · · · · But if you want to summarize in one

25· ·slide, this will be the slide.· With regards to
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·1· ·the sedimentary environment, it's mostly sand at

·2· ·all three sites.· In New London it's finer

·3· ·grained.· But the primary grain size is sand.· The

·4· ·bottom stress is lowest in New London and highest

·5· ·in Cornfield Shoals, as you've seen.

·6· · · · · · · Contaminants that we measured are

·7· ·either very low or not detected.· From the point

·8· ·of view of biological resources, there are no

·9· ·shellfish beds, because the water is too deep.

10· ·There's low abundance of fish, so as a result,

11· ·there is no unusual recreational or commercial

12· ·fishing in the area.

13· · · · · · · With regards to fish habitat, it's

14· ·similar to other parts of Long Island Sound,

15· ·specifically Eastern Long Island Sound.· So it's

16· ·not unique in that sense in all three sites.· With

17· ·regards to the socioeconomic and cultural

18· ·resources, there are no cables.· There are no

19· ·pipelines.· The sites don't interfere with

20· ·navigation.· They are deep enough.

21· · · · · · · There are no anchoring areas.· There

22· ·are no conservation areas.· And the only cultural

23· ·and archeological resource located was at the New

24· ·London site in the form of a shipwreck in the

25· ·south portion.

Page 24
·1· · · · · · · In terms of environmental consequences,

·2· ·and again, it's just one slide.· There's a lot of

·3· ·information in here about that.· The main

·4· ·difference with regard to the sedimentary

·5· ·environment is that sediment would not move in New

·6· ·London and would move in Cornfield Shoals because

·7· ·it's a dispersive site.· Niantic Bay is both a

·8· ·dispersive area as well as a containment area.

·9· · · · · · · With regards to the benthic community,

10· ·organisms on the sea floor, there would be

11· ·short-term impacts when you dispose of the

12· ·material.· Benthic organisms would be covered up

13· ·in a very small footprint, as you will see in

14· ·Steve's presentation.· But the monitoring has

15· ·shown there is rapid recolonization of dredged

16· ·materials that is disposed at the bottom.

17· · · · · · · With with regards to fish habitat, the

18· ·impacts, in essence, are minimal.· Same applies to

19· ·the mammals, endangered species, and reptiles,

20· ·also the potential impacts are minimal.· Fish and

21· ·mammals, impacts are minimal.

22· · · · · · · In terms of bioaccumulation, dredged

23· ·materials are required to undergo stringent

24· ·testing before disposal.· And Steve is going to

25· ·talk more about that.

Page 25
·1· · · · · · · And to summarize, socioeconomic and

·2· ·cultural resource impacts, we mentioned earlier

·3· ·there's low abundance in terms of fish and the

·4· ·impact to commercial fishing, recreational fishing

·5· ·would be minimal.· Commercial shipping and

·6· ·navigation impacts, because it's deep enough,

·7· ·there would be no impacts.· And the site will be

·8· ·managed for disposal to avoid hazards to ships at

·9· ·that time.· Beaches are far enough away to not be

10· ·impacted, there are no parks or natural resource

11· ·areas, and aside from the shipwreck in New London,

12· ·which would be managed with a buffer zone.

13· · · · · · · So in summary, looking at all this

14· ·information that we accumulated, looking at all

15· ·the pros and cons, the preferred alternative that

16· ·was chosen was a subset of the New London

17· ·alternative site.· The subset is called the

18· ·Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site, which is

19· ·this blue box here.

20· · · · · · · ·The eastern part of the existing site

21· ·was removed, because much of the area here is

22· ·already filled with dredged material.· So there's

23· ·no need to add this to the area, so that it

24· ·doesn't need to be managed.

25· · · · · · · As I mentioned, here is the boulder

J-1-189

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com
YVer1f

05/26/2016
Eastern Long Island Sound Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Evening Session 

(860) 549-1850
Brandon Huseby

www.brandonreporting.com Pages 22..25
YVer1f



Page 26
·1· ·field that would be excluded from disposal.

·2· ·Similarly, the shipwreck area would be also

·3· ·removed through a buffer zone.· So again, the key

·4· ·points here, sediment is contained in this area.

·5· ·This area was· ·previously -- is previously used

·6· ·for dredging material disposal, which is one of

·7· ·the criteria under MPRSA.

·8· · · · · · · Sediment, the environmental

·9· ·consequences are minimal or minor, or there are no

10· ·consequences.· Shipwreck and boulder areas are

11· ·excluded, and the close proximity to the larger

12· ·dredging centers in the Eastern Long Island Sound

13· ·region.

14· · · · · · · So with that, I would like to hand it

15· ·off to Steve Wolf, you're up, who will be talking

16· ·about the monitoring program.

17· · · · · · · MR. WOLF:· First, I would like to

18· ·acknowledge Congressman Courtney who has joined us

19· ·here.

20· · · · · · · I'm going to pick up where Bernward

21· ·left off.· I'm from the Army Corps of Engineers.

22· ·And the hat that I wear is, after the site has

23· ·been designated, then what sort of monitoring,

24· ·testing do we do to ensure that only suitable

25· ·material goes out there and that we don't have any
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·1· ·unwanted environmental impacts.

·2· · · · · · · I'll start with a quick video, just to

·3· ·make sure we're on on the same page, we are

·4· ·talking about placement.· This is about 3,000

·5· ·yards of dredged material in a scow that is being

·6· ·released over a dredged material disposal site.

·7· ·When it's in position, the scow splits along the

·8· ·center line, and the material falls out in just

·9· ·ten to 15 seconds.· It's basically all gone.

10· · · · · · · So it's a relatively quick process.

11· ·The scow goes back in and gets loaded up again.

12· ·But we understand that it raises questions, and

13· ·that's probably why some of you are here today in

14· ·terms of did we get it in the right place, does it

15· ·stay there, what about impacts to the water

16· ·quality and the benthic system.

17· · · · · · · And I'll try to address it with some of

18· ·the monitoring that we've done.· But just dialing

19· ·back the clock a little bit, to give you an idea

20· ·how we get to where we are today, here we look at

21· ·the 1800s.· There wasn't a lot of thought to

22· ·dredged material placement.· It was just, Get it

23· ·outside my berth, and maybe just outside of that,

24· ·and let it be someone else's problem.

25· · · · · · · As we moved into the 1900s, we can see
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·1· ·now dredged material was starting to move outside

·2· ·of the berth, the port areas, but generally, not

·3· ·very far out.· If you look historically, you can

·4· ·probably see remnants of dredged material

·5· ·placements all along the New England coast, really

·6· ·just outside the harbors themselves.

·7· · · · · · · It wasn't until we get to probably the

·8· ·early to mid 1900s where now you start seeing

·9· ·specified sites.· Each one of those lighter green

10· ·boxes on there is a site that might show up on a

11· ·historical NOAA chart, or before NOAA, just one of

12· ·the nautical charts, or may show up in town or

13· ·state records as terms of a specified location to

14· ·take the material.· So a little bit more organized

15· ·at that point, but no real controls in terms of

16· ·what type of material, testing of the material, to

17· ·go out there.

18· · · · · · · It really wasn't until we get to the

19· ·1970s, various regulations that were mentioned

20· ·previously, that we start to see much more

21· ·specifics about how you determine, specify a site,

22· ·where you take dredged material and what sort of

23· ·material actually goes out there.· And those same

24· ·regulations gave rise to the program that I work

25· ·with today, the DAMOS, or Disposal Area Monitoring
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·1· ·System program, which really was designed to

·2· ·answer -- address those specific questions that I

·3· ·noted in the beginning.

·4· · · · · · · So DAMOS has now almost a 40-year

·5· ·record of visiting these sites all up and down New

·6· ·England.· We have a host of reports, a whole lot

·7· ·of data, and all that's publicly available on our

·8· ·website.· Again, that has allowed us to try to

·9· ·answer those specific questions.

10· · · · · · · Before we go through those

11· ·individually, just a note about testing.· There's

12· ·been a lot of misinformation both with the siting

13· ·of the Western and Central disposal sites

14· ·recently, as well as some with this site itself

15· ·about the placement of toxic material and the

16· ·Sound.· And I want to note that given the

17· ·specifications from the EPA and the states,

18· ·there's no toxic material which is being disposed

19· ·in the Sound.· It may have happened historically,

20· ·and certainly did here in New England.· It

21· ·happened nationally, and it happened

22· ·internationally.· But with the regulations in

23· ·place now and where we are in the environmental

24· ·spectrum, that doesn't happen at this point.

25· · · · · · · We know that because we require very
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Page 30
·1· ·specific detailed testing for anyone in the

·2· ·private projects all the way through a very large

·3· ·federal project, we're required to do various

·4· ·tiers of testing, physical testing, to determine

·5· ·is it sand, is it silt.· Chemical testing to

·6· ·determine the various concentrations of material

·7· ·there, as well as biological testing.

·8· · · · · · · You can see in the center an aquarium.

·9· ·So you take the sediment from the area that's

10· ·going to be dredged, put it in the aquarium with

11· ·some of the same critters that are here in the

12· ·Long Island Sound, and we look to see what sort of

13· ·effects do they have on those.· As we look at a

14· ·specific chemical, like arsenic, we know it has

15· ·naturally a range from very low to very high in

16· ·the background on -- both historically as well as

17· ·today, because it's a naturally occurring element.

18· · · · · · · But what we are really interested in

19· ·is, is that concentration toxic?· Is it acutely

20· ·toxic; that is, is it at a high enough level to

21· ·actually be lethal to an organism or is it

22· ·chronically toxic such that an organism doesn't

23· ·thrive?· Maybe it doesn't grow well.· Maybe it

24· ·doesn't reproduce well.

25· · · · · · · And those are the sorts of triggers

Page 31
·1· ·that we say, if that's the case, then this

·2· ·material is unsuitable for placement in an

·3· ·open-water environment.· We don't want any contact

·4· ·with critters or the open-water.· Same for other

·5· ·chemicals like PCBs.

·6· · · · · · · So we go through this sort of exercise

·7· ·with every chemical that we know is of concern

·8· ·here and look at that spectrum in terms of is

·9· ·there some toxicity issue associated with it.· So

10· ·if a material has gone through this testing and

11· ·it's determined to be acceptable, then it can go

12· ·offshore, if we can't find a beneficial use for

13· ·it.· And we do a lot of things to track it and

14· ·determine if there's any issues associated with it

15· ·as we're placing it.

16· · · · · · · In terms of figuring out where it goes,

17· ·each scow is outfitted with a lot of sensors that

18· ·allow us to determine where it is, is the scow

19· ·open, what's the draft of the water column, and to

20· ·store and transmit all that data.· So when we have

21· ·a load of material, such as the one shown here, we

22· ·get a record.

23· · · · · · · And here's an example from dredging in

24· ·New Haven Harbor.· We see a trail of breadcrumbs

25· ·where that scow went out on its way out to the

Page 32
·1· ·Central Long Island Sound disposal site and see a

·2· ·change in color when the draft changes.· So we

·3· ·know exactly where the material came out of that

·4· ·scow.· Then we see its trimmed back into

·5· ·the harbor.· This allows a tug operator, who may

·6· ·be way in advance of the scow itself, because of

·7· ·its tow, to know exactly where it is.

·8· · · · · · · He is looking at a computer screen.

·9· ·It's just like a video game.· He knows the spot

10· ·and can engage the hydraulics remotely and drop

11· ·that material.· We get really accurate placement.

12· · · · · · · And we also know that that material at

13· ·these sites, as Bernward had mentioned, that our

14· ·depositional sites, containment sites, they have

15· ·low bottom stress.· We know the material stays

16· ·there.· This is a Central Long Island Sound

17· ·disposal site, about a one by two mile square.

18· ·And each one of these lumps on here, this is a

19· ·bathymetry map at the bottom, each one of those is

20· ·roughly a football field, couple football fields

21· ·sized area where we've mounded dredged material

22· ·over the course of one project, or maybe a couple

23· ·of dredged seasons, because we really want to

24· ·contain it for a given year.· We want to know

25· ·where that material came from, and we want to

Page 33
·1· ·isolate sort of how much of the bottom we're

·2· ·covering.

·3· · · · · · · And that allows us to better manage the

·4· ·site and get the most amount of storage out of it,

·5· ·as well as limiting the impacts.· It also allows

·6· ·us to compare one year to the next and determine

·7· ·is this material actually stable on the sea floor.

·8· ·So you'll see some of these have numbers on them

·9· ·associated with the year, and some go back to the

10· ·70s.· So some of these mounds have been not only

11· ·through Hurricane Gloria and a number of

12· ·nor'easters, as well as Hurricane Sandy, so some

13· ·major storm events.· And we can see that they

14· ·change literally within an inch or two.· So the

15· ·material is very stable once it's on the sea

16· ·floor.

17· · · · · · · In terms of concerns about release to

18· ·the water column, this is sort of the classic

19· ·conceptual picture, is what I would have in my

20· ·mind when I first started on this, about what a

21· ·release looked like.· You often picture a scow or

22· ·a ship up here far at the surface and a long way

23· ·from the water column for this material to fall,

24· ·the potential for it to be stripped out.· But in

25· ·reality, some scenario like this is really deep
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Page 34
·1· ·water that might be similar to something we would

·2· ·see on the west coast of the United States.

·3· · · · · · · If we look for various kinds of scale

·4· ·to look for Long Island Sound, we have a typical

·5· ·scow, which is about 300 feet long.· If it's fully

·6· ·loaded, about 20 feet of it is under water.· And

·7· ·if we look how far is it down to the sea floor,

·8· ·typically for the sites we're looking at, it's

·9· ·only 40 to 80 feet.

10· · · · · · · So again, this is a scaled drawing,

11· ·it's a very short distance.· What we see is that

12· ·material hits the bottom, we predict it hits the

13· ·bottom very soon after, a very limited potential

14· ·for release to the water column.

15· · · · · · · And that's supported by lab studies.

16· ·Some poor graduate student from MIT spent a couple

17· ·years of his life dropping beads into about a

18· ·15-foot tank and tracking sort of how they fall

19· ·and how things spread out over time.· For the

20· ·depths that you see in Long Island Sound, we're

21· ·right about here.· So that material is really

22· ·yanking in and falling very discretely to the

23· ·bottom.· And it isn't until you get into much

24· ·deeper water where you start to see things that

25· ·are spreading out.

Page 35
·1· · · · · · · And that tells us, again, very limited

·2· ·potential for release to the water column.· But

·3· ·we've done further studies to try to confirm that

·4· ·with actual measurements.· So we have

·5· ·instrumentation, which is akin to a very, very

·6· ·sensitive fish finder, so we can see very, very

·7· ·tiny particles in the water column.

·8· · · · · · · So after a disposal event, after this

·9· ·scow releases this load, we run a transect right

10· ·across here.· It takes a minute or two and we

11· ·paint a picture like the one here you see here.

12· ·You see where the high concentrations of sediment

13· ·might be in the water column.· And that allows us

14· ·to go back to collect the sample and confirm, or

15· ·do we have an issue or impact associated with the

16· ·water column.· And that hasn't been the case.

17· · · · · · · And then finally, what about the

18· ·benthic community.· Bernward mentioned that

19· ·somewhat, and clearly there's an impact.· You drop

20· ·a load of several thousand yards of material,

21· ·anything directly in that footprint is going to

22· ·get covered up.

23· · · · · · · So the organisms can come up, if it's a

24· ·fairly thin layer.· But thicker layers, they are

25· ·covered up.· But what we see is, through a number
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·1· ·of studies, we see in a very short period of time

·2· ·that area recovers.· It's resilient.· It's a

·3· ·natural feature of a benthic system like this.

·4· ·And this is why we avoid putting materials on hard

·5· ·bottoms.

·6· · · · · · · We put it in a soft bottom environment.

·7· ·Once it's covered up, within a matter of days it

·8· ·starts to get recolonized by worms.· And

·9· ·typically, within one or two seasons, we see it

10· ·recovers back to the reference areas elsewhere in

11· ·the Sound.· So what -- our management of the sites

12· ·really limits the area that we're impacting on a

13· ·given year, and then we track to see the recovery

14· ·of those over the subsequent years.

15· · · · · · · We've tried to put this into some

16· ·context of scaling so that -- to give folks an

17· ·idea, clearly, it's an impact, but we don't

18· ·believe it's a significant impact.· And one way to

19· ·do that is to scale things.

20· · · · · · · So if we took the entire area of Long

21· ·Island Sound and shrank it down to the size of a

22· ·football field, and then said, in a relative

23· ·sense, how much of that will be affected in a

24· ·given year in terms of placing this dredged

25· ·material?· Does it come out to the ten-yard line,
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·1· ·the 20-yard line?· If we do the math and we zoom

·2· ·in, the area that we impact, like one of these

·3· ·disposal sites in a given year is about the size

·4· ·of a plate maybe, or a bucket lid.

·5· · · · · · · We're very good at containing and

·6· ·making this footprint very small and then tracking

·7· ·the scene of recovery.· So we see overall we're

·8· ·very comfortable that we're managing these things

·9· ·successfully and have a limited impact.

10· · · · · · · And I close with this.· This is a slide

11· ·I like to show for a couple reasons.· This is the

12· ·Connecticut River discharging a very large

13· ·sediment load following Hurricane-Tropical Storm

14· ·Irene back in 2011.· We see a tremendous amount of

15· ·sediment coming out of the harbor and into the

16· ·Sound.

17· · · · · · · And I show that for you two reasons.

18· ·One, this is why we need to continue to dredge.

19· ·It's a natural process.· The harbors are going to

20· ·fill in, and we're going to have to do things with

21· ·that material.· We'll try to find beneficial uses

22· ·for them.

23· · · · · · · But the other reason is that also to

24· ·note that it's a natural process.· The Long Island

25· ·Sound recovered from this event, and this is far
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Page 38
·1· ·more sediment than many years of dredged material

·2· ·disposal dispersed over a large area.· This puts a

·3· ·context into the volume and placement of our

·4· ·sediment in the Sound.

·5· · · · · · · So again, we believe that they are not

·6· ·significant impacts, but we're also cognitive of

·7· ·the fact that we should be thinking about how to

·8· ·beneficially use this material, as was mentioned

·9· ·previously.· Sandy material is very easy to find

10· ·in locations near shore or on beaches, but fine

11· ·grain material, that's harder, but we're working

12· ·at it.

13· · · · · · · We have a group of folks all up and

14· ·down New England, called the New London Regional

15· ·Dredge Team, made up of federal agencies as well

16· ·as state agencies.· We meet quarterly, four times

17· ·a year.· One of our standard agenda items is

18· ·beneficial use.· Who has done what with dredged

19· ·material?· Have you found a creative way?· What

20· ·did it cost?· What were the headaches?

21· · · · · · · EPA is working on a database to allow

22· ·us to track what all the states are doing so that,

23· ·again, we're making use of lessons learned there

24· ·and making as many good choices as we can for

25· ·beneficial use.
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·1· · · · · · · And with that, I'll close.· Note, I

·2· ·have some contact information here.· And if folks

·3· ·are interested in any of the data that I've got,

·4· ·or have questions, please feel free to contact me.

·5· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· Thanks very much, Steve.

·6· ·Once again, my name is Mel Cote, chief of the

·7· ·Surface Water Branch, EPA Region 1 Office.· I do

·8· ·want to acknowledge and thank Aundre, State

·9· ·Representative Aundre Bumgardner, for being here

10· ·this evening.

11· · · · · · · So he mentioned I was the primary

12· ·author of this proposed site designation rule.

13· ·You heard a lot about the history of dredged

14· ·material disposal sites in the Long Island Sound.

15· ·You've heard about the Supplemental Environmental

16· ·Impact Statement and dredged material management

17· ·and monitoring, and my job is to get us focused

18· ·back on the proposed rule.

19· · · · · · · As you heard earlier, in June 2005, the

20· ·EPA published the final rule designating the

21· ·Central and Western disposal sites.· To address

22· ·concerns raised by the state of New York and

23· ·others, the site designations are subject to

24· ·restrictions on their use.· The least restrictions

25· ·were intended to reduce or eliminate the disposal
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·1· ·of dredged material on Long Island Sound, and it

·2· ·included requirements for the Corps completing a

·3· ·Dredged Material Management Plan for all of the

·4· ·Long Island Sound, which they did this earlier

·5· ·this year, establishing an interagency Long Island

·6· ·Sound Regional Dredging Team to review

·7· ·alternatives analyses for federal and large

·8· ·private dredging projects in the development of

·9· ·the DMMP and EPA rulemaking.

10· · · · · · · And upon completion of the DMMP, the

11· ·EPA was prepared to finalize the amendments of the

12· ·2005 rule, describing standards and procedures

13· ·that must be complied with in the future to

14· ·support the goal of further reduction and

15· ·elimination of open-water disposal.

16· · · · · · · These standards and procedures are to

17· ·be consistent, at a minimum, consistent with the

18· ·recommendations of the DMMP.· Those

19· ·recommendations included establishing standards

20· ·and procedures for reviewing placement and

21· ·disposal alternatives for all federal and large

22· ·private dredging projects that support the goal of

23· ·(inaudible).

24· · · · · · · Reducing disposal includes also federal

25· ·based plans and alternatives for each federal

Page 41
·1· ·navigation project and harbors as further studies

·2· ·and the development of beneficial use and other

·3· ·nonfederal alternatives, continuing disposal site

·4· ·management and monitoring and further research on

·5· ·the effects of disposal.

·6· · · · · · · On February 10th, the EPA took the

·7· ·first step in meeting its obligation by

·8· ·accomplishing the proposed amendments to the 2005

·9· ·rule in the Federal Register for a 45-day public

10· ·comment period that ended March 25th.· The

11· ·proposed rule includes standards and procedures to

12· ·be followed for all federal and large nonfederal

13· ·dredging projects that are intended to help reduce

14· ·or eliminate disposal.· The EPA received 119

15· ·individual sets of comments, the majority of which

16· ·support the proposed action.

17· · · · · · · We are in the final stages of

18· ·finalizing the rule, and we expect it to be

19· ·published in the next couple weeks.· Now, the

20· ·reason this is important is because EPA intends to

21· ·include the same restrictions on the use of the

22· ·proposed eastern site that it has proposed for the

23· ·Central and Western sites; namely, that there will

24· ·be standards and procedures that will encourage

25· ·the identification, development, and use of
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Page 42
·1· ·practicable alternatives to open-water disposal

·2· ·and require large dredging projects to thoroughly

·3· ·evaluate such alternatives.

·4· · · · · · · So on April 27th we published the

·5· ·proposed rule in the Federal Register for a 60-day

·6· ·public comment period, which ends on June 27th.

·7· ·Here are the standards that are included in the

·8· ·proposed rule.· And they largely echo the

·9· ·standards recommended in the Corps' DMMP.

10· · · · · · · First, unsuitable material shall not be

11· ·disposed at the sites.· That's an existing

12· ·requirement.· We've had that for many years. But I

13· ·want to emphasize that.· Sandy material should be

14· ·used beneficially wherever practicable.· Those

15· ·materials have high value for uses such as beach

16· ·nourishment or near shore berm or bar nourishment.

17· ·And as long as it's -- it is a practical

18· ·alternative, project proponents will need to

19· ·identify and secure funding for any needed

20· ·nonfederal cost sharing.

21· · · · · · · For fine-grained materials, and as we

22· ·know, these are the most difficult to manage,

23· ·proponents must thoroughly evaluate practicable

24· ·alternatives and use them, if they are available,

25· ·if this material is not particularly considered

Page 43
·1· ·appropriate for beach or near shore nourishment.

·2· ·But in the future, uses such as marsh creation or

·3· ·restoration may become practicable, only if no

·4· ·other alternatives determined to be practicable be

·5· ·suitable for fine-grained material be placed at

·6· ·the designated sites.

·7· · · · · · · The proposed rule expects that all

·8· ·levels of government will continue to exercise

·9· ·their existing authorities, reduce the flow of

10· ·sediments and contaminants into waterways.· The

11· ·proposal doesn't create any new obligations but

12· ·instead focuses attention on existing programs

13· ·such as those to address storm water under our

14· ·Clean Water Act authorities and nonpoint sources

15· ·of pollution in coastal communities and along

16· ·the tributaries of the Sound.

17· · · · · · · Finally, the proposed standards retain

18· ·the 2005 restriction that requires the practicable

19· ·alternatives must be used if they are available.

20· · · · · · · So now the procedures.· Procedures in

21· ·the proposed rule are built around making the

22· ·interagency Long Island Sound Regional Dredging

23· ·Team, or LIS RDT, a permanent body and enhancing

24· ·its role.· The RDT's goal is to reduce or

25· ·eliminate open-water disposal wherever
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·1· ·practicable.· The RDT's primary purpose will be to

·2· ·ensure that all large dredging projects conduct a

·3· ·thorough analysis for alternatives to open-water

·4· ·disposal and make recommendations to the Corps on

·5· ·each project.

·6· · · · · · · Of equal importance, the RDT will

·7· ·provide a forum for continued exploration of

·8· ·beneficial use alternatives, for promoting the use

·9· ·of these alternatives, and suggesting approaches

10· ·for cost-sharing opportunities.· This proactive

11· ·role for the RDT is a new one.

12· · · · · · · The RDT also will be expected to assist

13· ·EPA and the Corps with long-term activities

14· ·intended to track disposal of dredged material and

15· ·monitor the dredging impacts in the Sound.· These

16· ·include supporting the DAMOS program that Steve

17· ·just described in his presentation.

18· · · · · · · The geographic scope of the Long Island

19· ·Sound Regional Dredging Team will include all of

20· ·Long Island Sound so that it looks at

21· ·opportunities for alternatives broadly.· The RDT

22· ·will consist of representatives from federal and

23· ·state government agencies or authorities with

24· ·expertise in dredging or dredged material

25· ·management.
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·1· · · · · · · We expect that the team would include

·2· ·representatives from EPA's Region 1 and Region 2

·3· ·offices, the New England and New York districts,

·4· ·and North Atlantic Division of the Corps and

·5· ·National Marine Fisheries Service.· The EPA also

·6· ·expects the states of Connecticut, New York, and

·7· ·possibly Rhode Island will participate

·8· ·through their environmental agencies' coastal

·9· ·management programs and relative port authorities.

10· · · · · · · EPA proposes that specific details of

11· ·structure and process of Long Island Sound RDT be

12· ·left for them to determine and be allowed to

13· ·evolve, as best accomplishes the RDT's purpose.

14· · · · · · · And finally, the EPA encourages the RDT

15· ·to establish and maintain cooperative working

16· ·relationships with other Long Island Sound based

17· ·organizations such as the Long Island Sound

18· ·Study's Science and Technical Advisory Committee.

19· · · · · · · One last point I would like to make

20· ·before closing is that we made excellent progress

21· ·toward meeting the goal of reducing or eliminating

22· ·open-water disposal since the 2005 rule.· While

23· ·there is significant variability in the amount of

24· ·dredging and therefore disposal from year to year,

25· ·the most important results is the result that
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Page 46
·1· ·there is an overall 35 percent reduction in the

·2· ·amount of material disposed annually over the past

·3· ·nine years as compared with 22 years that preceded

·4· ·the 2005 rule.· So we're making an effort, and

·5· ·we're going to continue that.

·6· · · · · · · So I'm going conclude my presentation

·7· ·by reminding you of the opportunity to provide

·8· ·comments on EPA's proposed rule and the draft

·9· ·SEIS.· In a few moments, you will have an

10· ·opportunity to provide oral comments for the

11· ·record, and you also can provide comments in

12· ·writing through June 27th, 2016.

13· · · · · · · And I want to point out that we are

14· ·interested both in your views on our preferred

15· ·alternative, the ELDS, as well as the other two

16· ·alternatives that we are not recommending at this

17· ·time.

18· · · · · · · So I want to thank you very much for

19· ·your attention and patience, and I want to open to

20· ·public comment session and turn the proceedings

21· ·over to Ms. Jean Brochi.

22· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI: Thank you, Mel.· For the

23· ·people who would like to comment, we ask that if

24· ·you need a podium that you use that podium to read

25· ·off of your written comments, that you address
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·1· ·your comments to the official record.· Again, the

·2· ·transcript will be uploaded on the EPA website.

·3· · · · · · · Bernward is here with the microphone to

·4· ·walk around, and if Congressman Joe Courtney could

·5· ·speak, please.

·6· · · · · · · CONGRESSMAN COURTNEY:· Thank you,

·7· ·Bernward.· And I have written remarks, and I'm

·8· ·going to enter for the record and summarize

·9· ·quickly, because I know we have other individuals

10· ·that have waited patiently to add input.

11· · · · · · · I want to first say in the nine and a

12· ·half years that I've been a member of Congress,

13· ·this is an issue, as Mel alluded to, that really

14· ·has been sort of moving along, both within the

15· ·Congress but also at the state levels.· And I know

16· ·folks here from the state agencies who are very

17· ·close to this as well as obviously the Army Corps

18· ·of Engineers and EPA.

19· · · · · · · The regional offices, Colonel Barrett

20· ·at the Army Corps and Curt Spalding at the

21· ·regional office of the EPA in my opinion have been

22· ·incredibly transparent and open to sharing

23· ·information.· And frankly, I think that is

24· ·critically important in this process, which is

25· ·that the public really have the ability to
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·1· ·understand every step of the way, you know, what

·2· ·is being proposed and really sort of dispelling

·3· ·any sort of, you know, unfounded concerns that

·4· ·many people have about what this process is about.

·5· · · · · · · I know there's stakeholders here during

·6· ·the process.· Again, back in 2007, 2008, Senator

·7· ·Leland and I were able to get funding to have the

·8· ·DMMP move forward.· We got a delay in terms of the

·9· ·site proposing.· And in the meantime, we actually

10· ·had to still assist in terms of different projects

11· ·and concerns whether it was Westbrook or Clinton

12· ·in terms of making sure that, again, the 9 billion

13· ·dollars in economic activity that takes place on

14· ·Long Island Sound again was not going to be

15· ·hindered by just the fact that the government

16· ·wasn't moving along in that process.

17· · · · · · · We sort of, you know, echo Mel's

18· ·comment or validate the comment that really there

19· ·has been very strong good faith efforts to look

20· ·for alternative ways to dispose of material.· The

21· ·Clinton dredging project, that material was

22· ·disposed of in Hammonasset Beach, and it came out

23· ·terrific.

24· · · · · · · The folks in Madison in that area were

25· ·extremely pleased with the high quality material
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·1· ·and the fact that it really did improve

·2· ·Connecticut in terms of the state park system

·3· ·that's there.· But again, at the end of the day,

·4· ·we have to stop sort of doing this just Band-Aids.

·5· ·We need to get a real clear horizon for a long

·6· ·period of time so that again, a lot of the

·7· ·stakeholders can move forward.· The 30-year DMMP

·8· ·plan which was referred to earlier, again, I think

·9· ·is a product of a lot of hard work.· I support it.

10· · · · · · · I think that all of the -- I call them

11· ·reforms in terms of the regional disposal team

12· ·approach and the, I think, built-in preference for

13· ·updated disposal, you know, is really, I think

14· ·shows a serious attempt to try and, again, shrink

15· ·the scope of this program over time.

16· · · · · · · On the other hand, it still allows some

17· ·measure of open space -- open-water disposal,

18· ·which at the end of the day, it really is sort of

19· ·a math equation in the fact that you just can't do

20· ·it in terms of upland disposal in any way that's

21· ·practicable.· Congress is not going to fund the

22· ·cost that -- you know, 100 percent of the disposal

23· ·it would entail.

24· · · · · · · So again, I give both the EPA and Army

25· ·Corps high marks in terms of their balancing act
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Page 50
·1· ·that they struck in terms of the DMMP and the

·2· ·Eastern Long Island Sound disposal site.

·3· · · · · · · My only sort of encouragement would be

·4· ·that on that map that showed the Eastern Long

·5· ·Island Sound Disposal Site, maybe you've been --

·6· ·moving it a little further west I think would be a

·7· ·positive amendment to the plan, and for two

·8· ·reasons.

·9· · · · · · · Number one, I think it might reassure

10· ·some of our friends to the south and that, you

11· ·know, Connecticut is a responsible steward in

12· ·terms of the will to monitor and manage this

13· ·disposal system.

14· · · · · · · The other is that that perforated line

15· ·that was on the map actually is part of the

16· ·submarine transit corridor.· And we're celebrating

17· ·the 100th anniversary of the sub-base, sub-base

18· ·New London located in Groton.· It's kind of one of

19· ·those historical things that's there.· But, you

20· ·know, Captain Whitescarver, his predecessor

21· ·Captain Lahti, the fact of the matter is the

22· ·dredging of the Thames River is existential in

23· ·terms of that base being able to perform its

24· ·mission.· And we're not going to do a background

25· ·this year, but look at anybody in this room who is
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·1· ·from the region who understands that at some point

·2· ·there's going to be a recurrent approach by either

·3· ·future administration or Congress in terms of we

·4· ·might have sort of accumulated in terms of the

·5· ·branches of the military.

·6· · · · · · · When the navy looked at the 2005

·7· ·background, the confidence level, in terms of

·8· ·having a dredged plan that keeps that base

·9· ·operational, it's something that they were very

10· ·much focused on.· So in terms of really getting

11· ·this across the finish line, there are a lot of

12· ·commercial interests that are here that obviously

13· ·care a lot about making sure we have a viable,

14· ·functioning disposal plan.

15· · · · · · · But frankly, one of the most critical

16· ·pillars of Southeastern Connecticut in terms of

17· ·the sub-base, I mean, we have to get this done,

18· ·again, in a measured, balanced, reasonable way

19· ·that protects the quality of the waters and

20· ·regions.· Again, I think that a balance, maybe

21· ·that slight little alteration EPA and Army Corps

22· ·found that sweet spot with the proposal.

23· · · · · · · So with that, again, I'll yield back

24· ·the floor, as they say in Washington.· And thank

25· ·you again for the opportunity to weigh in and
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·1· ·support the great work that the team has done.

·2· ·Thank you very much.

·3· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· I would like to take a

·4· ·moment to also acknowledge that in addition to the

·5· ·Connecticut DOT, the Navy provided contractor

·6· ·support for one of the studies, and EPA also

·7· ·provided some funds.

·8· · · · · · · So Aundre Bumgardner, I apologize.

·9· ·Would you like to speak?

10· · · · · · · MR. BUMGARDNER:· Thank you for coming

11· ·out to southeastern Connecticut.· I know yesterday

12· ·you were in Long Island.· So I hope the trek over

13· ·on the ferry wasn't too strenuous, but it's great

14· ·to have you.

15· · · · · · · So I support the U.S. Environmental

16· ·Protection Agency's Region 1 proposal, the

17· ·proposed rulemaking, also supported by the U.S.

18· ·Army Corps of Engineers in the state of

19· ·Connecticut for the designated Eastern Long Island

20· ·Sound site for the relocation of dredged material

21· ·in an environmentally safe manner as set forth in

22· ·the recently issued Dredged Material Management

23· ·Plan and draft Supplemental Environmental Impact

24· ·Statement for Long Island Sound.

25· · · · · · · I understand that additional safeguards
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·1· ·have been incorporated, as recommended in the

·2· ·final Long Island Sound Dredged Material

·3· ·Management Plan, released by the U.S. Army Corps

·4· ·of Engineers on January 11 of this year.

·5· · · · · · · The DMMP and SEIS determined that

·6· ·open-water relocation of dredged materials is an

·7· ·environmentally sound and judicious option that

·8· ·should be used when appropriate.· Without this

·9· ·designation, the extensive array of marine

10· ·industries in the eastern segment of Long Island

11· ·Sound would be greatly jeopardized.

12· · · · · · · So collectively, the Connecticut marine

13· ·industry generates over 7 million in revenue and

14· ·over 7,000 jobs.· So clearly, it's incredibly

15· ·important, not just to the state's economy, but

16· ·southeast Connecticut's economy.

17· · · · · · · My district, which encompasses the

18· ·southern half of Groton, so the city of Groton to

19· ·Mystic and the southern portion of New England,

20· ·its marinas, boatyards and clubs--I think many of

21· ·you are in the room--and with that much stretch,

22· ·there are waterways periodically to maintain

23· ·sufficient navigational depth, without dredging,

24· ·these facilities will be greatly crippled -- will

25· ·greatly cripple access for the public onto the
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·1· ·Sound.

·2· · · · · · · In addition, the USACE's scientific

·3· ·disposal area monitoring system within Long Island

·4· ·Sound has found dredged material relocation to

·5· ·Long Island Sound relocation sites to be

·6· ·environmentally safe and a viable option.

·7· · · · · · · For most marinas and boatyards and

·8· ·clubs in Long Island Sound, open-water relocation

·9· ·is the only economically, environmentally, and

10· ·logistically feasible option.

11· · · · · · · Permitting for dredging relocation is

12· ·quite rigorous, thorough, and costly, with many

13· ·points of views.· As our Congressman stated,

14· ·Groton is also home to the United States submarine

15· ·base, 10,000 sailors and 15 attack subs that

16· ·require a channel depth of about 40 feet.

17· · · · · · · In addition, Groton's largest employer,

18· ·Electric Boat, is currently in the design phase of

19· ·a new, high-tech submarine and is about to embark

20· ·on an unprecedented ramp up for constructing these

21· ·ships.· Nearly two and a half times larger than

22· ·the Virginia-class of attack subs, these ships

23· ·will be built by employees of Electric Boat with

24· ·Groton and Quonset, who already employ nearly

25· ·13,000 area residents.
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·1· · · · · · · In 2005, as the Congressman also

·2· ·stated, the navy raised serious concerns about the

·3· ·future dredging disposal within the Long Island

·4· ·Sound and highlighted it as an issue that needed

·5· ·to be addressed.· I can speak for any elected

·6· ·official who represents Groton and certainly

·7· ·within Southeastern Connecticut, avoiding another

·8· ·wreck is of critical concern to anyone and

·9· ·everyone living in this region.· And risking jobs

10· ·is not an option.

11· · · · · · · While this project garnered support

12· ·from both the U.S. Navy and Electric Boat, the

13· ·project has also received support from U.S. EPA

14· ·and states Connecticut -- state of Connecticut's

15· ·DEEP, Department of Energy and Environmental

16· ·Protection.· It is critical to put this issue to

17· ·rest and embrace the plan, which has earned

18· ·support from an array of stakeholders throughout

19· ·the state.

20· · · · · · · So thank you for allowing me the

21· ·opportunity to testify, and thank you to all who

22· ·came to support this project.

23· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

24· · · · · · · Beth Fitzpatrick.

25· · · · · · · MS. FITZPATRICK:· Thank you for the
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·1· ·opportunity to comment on this proposed rule.  I

·2· ·have reviewed the draft SEIS, and it states in the

·3· ·draft SEIS that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

·4· ·will solicit comments from state and federal

·5· ·agencies as appropriate in preparing the sampling

·6· ·and testing plans that initiate the permitting

·7· ·process.

·8· · · · · · · The draft SEIS from EPA mentions the

·9· ·beneficial reuse of dredged materials as beach

10· ·nourishment.· And several of our wonderful

11· ·beaches, such as Hammonasset, Rocky Neck,

12· ·Waterford Town Beach and Bluff Point are among the

13· ·beaches listed that would be receiving the dredged

14· ·material.

15· · · · · · · Bottom paints for boats can contain up

16· ·to 70 percent copper, and the copper is used

17· ·because it is a marine pollutant.· Typically

18· ·antifouling paints work by dissipating metals at

19· ·the hull surface to kill organisms and prevent

20· ·them from adhering.· The Connecticut Department of

21· ·Environmental Protection -- I'm sorry.· They used

22· ·to be the Department of Environmental Protection.

23· ·Now it's the Department of Energy and

24· ·Environmental Protection, has established

25· ·remediation standard regulations, also known as
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·1· ·the RSRs.

·2· · · · · · · In the RSRs they establish that you

·3· ·cannot exceed 2,500 parts per million of copper in

·4· ·order to protect human health in the environment.

·5· ·I would like to see the Army Corps of Engineers

·6· ·enforce that Connecticut remediation standard

·7· ·regulations need to be adhered to in order to use

·8· ·the material for beach nourishment.

·9· · · · · · · Thank you.

10· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Could you just tell us

11· ·your affiliation?

12· · · · · · · MS. FITZPATRICK:· I'm actually

13· ·representing just myself today.· I grew up in the

14· ·area, and I have ties to the area.· And I'm just

15· ·representing myself, despite what my shirt says.

16· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

17· · · · · · · Ron Helbig.

18· · · · · · · MR. HELBIG:· My name is Ron Helbig.  I

19· ·would like to thank the EPA and the Army Corps for

20· ·today's event, and I would like to thank

21· ·Congressman Courtney and Representative Bumgardner

22· ·for being here as well.

23· · · · · · · Basically, I represent Noank Village

24· ·Shipyard, Mystic Shipyard, which is my family

25· ·businesses, three generations old.· I'm also a
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·1· ·board member of Connecticut Marine Trades

·2· ·Association, and I would like to believe and pass

·3· ·on that a lot of the things that I see here today

·4· ·are representative of a lot of marine trades

·5· ·organizations that I represent under that

·6· ·umbrella.

·7· · · · · · · My business is three businesses on the

·8· ·Mystic River, totaling approximately 500 slips of

·9· ·moorings. And basically -- basically just saying

10· ·that the EPA and the Army Corps have done a

11· ·tremendous amount of work, and I want to thank you

12· ·for all the studies that have been done.

13· · · · · · · And as a business owner and in the

14· ·marine environment every day, we work very hard to

15· ·approach our business in a pro-environmental

16· ·manner.· That being said, we also have to be

17· ·realistic about what we can do for the environment

18· ·and the marine environment.

19· · · · · · · Open-water disposal for businesses like

20· ·myself--we have fine material--is going to be the

21· ·only alternative that we have.· While I think the

22· ·alternatives of -- other than open-water disposal

23· ·are a wonderful and great idea, there's businesses

24· ·like mine and many others that open-water disposal

25· ·is going to be the only way to do it.· The studies
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·1· ·for the stress on the bottom, the locations that

·2· ·have been chosen, all this hard work, we were here

·3· ·a year ago talking about the same thing, proves

·4· ·and points out that you've done your work, the

·5· ·sites have been chosen, they exist, and the stress

·6· ·on the environment and the Sound is

·7· ·unsubstantiated.

·8· · · · · · · And those people that feel like they

·9· ·are stewards of the environment, that are trying

10· ·to protect the environment by unsubstantiated

11· ·threats, concerns, why all those concerns are top

12· ·of my and businesses like myself, unless there's

13· ·evidence to support them, I think the EPA and the

14· ·Army Corps needs to make a decision and go with

15· ·the substantiated facts.

16· · · · · · · That being said, I think that after all

17· ·this evidence, the proof that major storms like

18· ·Hurricane Sandy, Irene, that dumped tremendous

19· ·amounts of material into our sounds, filling our

20· ·basins, filling facilities like my facility, do

21· ·so much more harm.· And we're really, I think,

22· ·trying to create a mountain out of a molehill, as

23· ·far as the minimum impacts.

24· · · · · · · My businesses are 50 years old in my

25· ·family.· And we've only had to dredge one time in
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·1· ·these 50 years.· We're not talking about dumping

·2· ·every -- not disposing materials on a constant

·3· ·basis, while some facilities are.· All we're

·4· ·asking to do is something that's very minimal

·5· ·impact.

·6· · · · · · · And that being said, I appreciate the

·7· ·opportunity to speak.· Thank you.

·8· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

·9· · · · · · · I would like to confirm with Max

10· ·Goldman from Senator Murphy's office that you do

11· ·not wish to speak?

12· · · · · · · Okay.· Thank you.

13· · · · · · · Christian McGugan.

14· · · · · · · MR. MCGUGAN:· Hi.· My name is Christian

15· ·McGugan.· I'm a part owner of Finley Marina in

16· ·Mystic and also an owner of Gwenmor Contracting,

17· ·which is a marine construction company that does

18· ·dredging on Long Island Sound since 1989.· So I

19· ·guess I have two different perspectives.· One is

20· ·as a dredge contractor; one is a marina that needs

21· ·dredging occasionally.

22· · · · · · · Obviously -- maybe it's not obvious, I

23· ·support the plan.· I've worked closely with DEEP

24· ·and Army Corps for about 20 years now.· I've seen

25· ·the -- and EPA in certain instances, watched the
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·1· ·regulations get more stringent, more testing, get

·2· ·more complex.· And the levels that are acceptable

·3· ·become tighter and tighter.

·4· · · · · · · And I've also been going to these

·5· ·periodically, the hearings that the Army Corps and

·6· ·EPA had since 2006, I think.· And today was pretty

·7· ·impressive, and what Frank Bohlen did last year

·8· ·was very impressive.· I don't want to mention the

·9· ·opponents, but the opponents since 2006, you know,

10· ·there's a lot of studies and research, data, and

11· ·actual facts that have gone into the study, not to

12· ·mention a lot of taxpayers' money.· And the

13· ·opponents of this New London disposal site, they

14· ·just don't want dredging.· They don't want a

15· ·disposal site.

16· · · · · · · But from my point of view, there's no

17· ·study, I don't know if they spent a single dollar

18· ·for a ferry to come over here and protest it, but

19· ·there hasn't been any substantial facts, data,

20· ·studies, whatever you want to call it, from the

21· ·opposition to this that I have ever seen.· And if

22· ·anyone in this room has seen it, please let me

23· ·know.

24· · · · · · · And so I think it's great.· And every

25· ·time I come to one of these, there's more facts
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Page 62
·1· ·and data and information that taxpayers' money

·2· ·spent to show that this is a suitable site.· And I

·3· ·would never be one of them to bite the hand that

·4· ·feeds me.· This is my living.

·5· · · · · · · But just to illustrate a point that

·6· ·marinas and yacht clubs, I know the EPA and Army

·7· ·Corps are charged with a different task; that is,

·8· ·to keep the harbors and the channels dredged. But

·9· ·I'm more of the smaller side.

10· · · · · · · But to illustrate a point, Fishers

11· ·Island Yacht Club, which I would venture to say

12· ·has members of the Fishers Island Conservancy in

13· ·it, that's a pretty good guess, dredged this past

14· ·year.· But they had to break the dredging up into

15· ·two seasons because the cost to go to Central, we

16· ·dredged it to go to Central, and it was two months

17· ·to do in one season.· They couldn't swing it.· I'm

18· ·not sure how they are actually going to do the

19· ·dredging, because they can't swing it, because

20· ·it's too much money.· But I suspect when the New

21· ·London dump site is open, they would probably go

22· ·there and dump.

23· · · · · · · That's just to illustrate the point

24· ·between the Bridges Marina, which is on the

25· ·Connecticut River and, I believe, in New Haven, at
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·1· ·low tide there's slips that are dry.· What we're

·2· ·talking about happening is already happening, in

·3· ·my point of view.· I guess that's what I'm trying

·4· ·to say.

·5· · · · · · · So obviously, I support it.· I've seen

·6· ·it happen.· And I know the stuff stays in New

·7· ·London.· I listened to Frank Bohlen.· ·He

·8· ·made sense.· There was no one there that day that

·9· ·refuted what he was saying, no one from the

10· ·opposition that sort of rebuffed what he said,

11· ·because it all made sense.

12· · · · · · · So I guess I support this, and thank

13· ·you.

14· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

15· · · · · · · Douglas Domenie.

16· · · · · · · MR. DOMENIE:· Thank you. If I may --

17· ·I'm with the Brewer Yacht Yards.· A special

18· ·request:· Any chance we can pull up Google Maps,

19· ·look at Essex on the screen?

20· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· I can try.

21· · · · · · · MR. DOMENIE:· I ask that because I

22· ·think the harbor in Essex and North Cove in Essex

23· ·is a great microcosm of what we saw on the map

24· ·with Hurricane Irene and the sediment that was

25· ·being disposed, the example that I would show, if

Page 64
·1· ·we can pull it up, is what I deal with there with

·2· ·having to keep my harbor dredged.· I manage it

·3· ·through a yacht yard in Essex, and I have

·4· ·responsibilities to some of the other --

·5· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· We don't have Wi-Fi

·6· ·capabilities, so we are not able to do that.

·7· · · · · · · MR. DOMENIE:· Thank you.· First of all,

·8· ·I want to thank you for this hearing and thank you

·9· ·for this opportunity.· I want to lend my support

10· ·to the establishment of the disposal sites in

11· ·Eastern Long Island Sound.

12· · · · · · · The reason I was going bring of up that

13· ·example of Essex and North Cove in Essex is I've

14· ·been there for 31 years now, and approximately 28

15· ·years ago we did our first dredge up there.· And

16· ·at that time, I was able to take a good percentage

17· ·of my material to Cornfield Shoals, because it was

18· ·deemed to be of a sandy silt and that could be

19· ·taken there.

20· · · · · · · At that time it cost me 7 dollars a

21· ·cubic yard to dispose of dredge material.· Most

22· ·recently with some work that we did in one of our

23· ·other locations on Connecticut River it cost us

24· ·between 32 and 37 dollars per yard to dispose of

25· ·dredged material, because we have to take it to
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·1· ·Central Long Island Sound.

·2· · · · · · · If I were to apply a three percent rate

·3· ·hike based on the 7 dollars a cubic yard, over a

·4· ·25-year period, we would be somewhere between 14

·5· ·and 17 dollars a yard.· We're paying 32 to 37

·6· ·dollars a yard to get rid of the material because

·7· ·of the added costs in permitting, testing, and the

·8· ·distance that we have to travel to the Central

·9· ·Long Island Sound disposal site.

10· · · · · · · The other interesting thing about the

11· ·Essex area is that North Cove has got the Falls

12· ·River that comes down from various parts of

13· ·Connecticut Valley there.· And when that testing

14· ·was done 25 years ago on two areas on my property

15· ·of dredging, it came up to be, we'll call it

16· ·dirty, okay?

17· · · · · · · The two areas that came up -- were up

18· ·with was where the town's 15-inch culvert comes

19· ·out from my bulkhead and deposits everything that

20· ·comes down from Main Street and Pratt Street.  I

21· ·was fortunate to work with the town and get them

22· ·through one of their small town grants to put in a

23· ·great siltation system so we don't deal with that

24· ·anymore.

25· · · · · · · The other area that was deemed to be
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·1· ·dirty was the area where the Falls River enters on

·2· ·to our property.· That cove in the early 1900s

·3· ·used to be deep enough so that you could have

·4· ·major schooners up there.· Today at low tide it's

·5· ·mud flats, but it's all that siltation that comes

·6· ·down from the Falls River that has caused me a lot

·7· ·of pain and a lot more expense in disposing of the

·8· ·material, dredged material.

·9· · · · · · · Thank you for this opportunity.

10· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

11· · · · · · · Kathleen Burns.

12· · · · · · · MS. BURNS:· Good evening.· I'm Kathleen

13· ·Burns, the executive director of the Connecticut

14· ·Marine Trades Association.· I represent 320

15· ·businesses and nearly 7,000 employees who are all

16· ·water-dependant facilities.

17· · · · · · · I'm excited that you are here tonight,

18· ·but there would be many more that would like to be

19· ·part of this process.· Unfortunately, there's that

20· ·old saying that you have to make hay while the sun

21· ·is shining.· And on this night, they are launching

22· ·boats, as they should be, for all our recreational

23· ·boaters.

24· · · · · · · CMTA has provided comments,

25· ·historically, on the DMMP, the first proposed
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·1· ·rule, and now today.· The message has always been

·2· ·the same.· We must preserve an economical and

·3· ·environmentally acceptable means of disposal for

·4· ·dredged material.· And according to the DMMP that

·5· ·led to this rule, open-water disposal remains a

·6· ·practical alternative.· And the designation of the

·7· ·ELDS and the Niantic and Cornfield Shoal sites as

·8· ·alternatives are essential.

·9· · · · · · · Yesterday I had the opportunity to

10· ·attend the hearing over in Riverhead and this

11· ·morning the earlier hearing as well.· And in

12· ·listening to the testimony, it was clear that

13· ·regardless of where one stood on this issue, there

14· ·is a bit of, well, for lack of a better term,

15· ·perhaps fatigue, that the process of designation

16· ·and use has been going on for 15 or more years,

17· ·that the state and federal governments have spent

18· ·millions of dollars on this research, and that

19· ·throughout those years the need to maintain access

20· ·to our marines, boatyards, ports, and harbors

21· ·continues; that the water-dependent facilities

22· ·have been in the precarious position of not

23· ·knowing, year to year, not knowing whether they

24· ·can dredge and dispose or, regardless of where

25· ·their permits are set, their future has been in
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·1· ·limbo.· And it continues to be until this process

·2· ·is complete.

·3· · · · · · · How can one, whether a government

·4· ·entity or private entity, how can one plan,

·5· ·budget, coordinate, and implement when disposal

·6· ·options are a moving target?· But during the same

·7· ·time period, the science has remained relatively

·8· ·unchanged.· The outcome of years of testing has

·9· ·resulted in the same conclusions today as they did

10· ·10 or 15 years ago.· So in our opinion, we believe

11· ·it's just time.

12· · · · · · · As I returned yesterday from the ferry,

13· ·and I looked at this fabulous body of water,

14· ·surrounded by geography, two coast lines which are

15· ·so drastically different, it's clear that we have

16· ·to live in harmony.· It's clear there is a

17· ·solution here.

18· · · · · · · But along those lines, no one

19· ·jurisdiction, not one town, regardless of

20· ·resources or one organization, can or should

21· ·dictate the Sound or the fate of the state's

22· ·economy or livelihoods of thousands or our

23· ·national security.· To do so, based on emotion or

24· ·unproven science, has not been productive dialogue

25· ·in creating solutions.
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·1· · · · · · · It's time to get on with the

·2· ·designation process.· It's time for private

·3· ·facilities, marinas, and boatyards, public ports,

·4· ·harbors, and rivers that are managed by those in

·5· ·which we have placed public trust, now we have the

·6· ·ability to plan and secure a proper path forward

·7· ·to maintain a nautical access.· It's time that our

·8· ·elected officials and administrative teams

·9· ·continue to reach across the Sound and agree that

10· ·the science has been proven and that the rigorous

11· ·testing required of all projects that they utilize

12· ·the options that open-water disposal has a place

13· ·in maintaining access.

14· · · · · · · It's time that the resources that have

15· ·been spent defending this position over the last

16· ·10 or 15 years are now repurposed for finding a

17· ·new and cost-effective, viable alternative that

18· ·are sought out in this ruling.

19· · · · · · · It's time that the rule designates ELDS

20· ·and its alternatives, which are proven for

21· ·specific types of material, are utilized for the

22· ·purposes needed and that barriers to prevent such

23· ·are finally once and for all removed.

24· · · · · · · Finally, I would like to thank all of

25· ·you for your time, your efforts, your science,
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·1· ·your studies, and to listening to us and all the

·2· ·varied opinions year to year and to this point;

·3· ·for basing your decisions on the path of science

·4· ·and the knowledge that protection is both

·5· ·environmental and economic.

·6· · · · · · · I'll be submitting a written version

·7· ·for the record, and I want to thank you all for

·8· ·the opportunity this evening.

·9· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

10· · · · · · · Rives Potts.

11· · · · · · · MR. POTTS:· Good evening.· I'm Rives

12· ·Potts.· I'm the president of Brewer Yacht Yards.

13· ·We have 12 facilities in Connecticut, New York,

14· ·along the northern shore of Long Island Sound.

15· ·And we have four facilities in Long Island that

16· ·are on Long Island Sound.

17· · · · · · · The dredging issue has had a profound

18· ·impact on us, plus all our neighboring marinas.

19· ·When I first started in the business in Westport,

20· ·Connecticut, our dredging -- and Steve, you know

21· ·this, Chris McGugan's family has done a lot of our

22· ·dredging at a cost of around 6 or 7 dollars a

23· ·yard.· And now it's way over 30 dollars a yard.

24· · · · · · · Our testing has gone up tenfold.· It

25· ·used to cost us $50 a sample.· Now it's over
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·1· ·$1,500 a sample.· We used to be able to dredge in

·2· ·our facility in Westbrook, Connecticut.· Our

·3· ·testing -- we would have to do three samples.· And

·4· ·the last time we had to do 27 samples.· It's

·5· ·gotten absurd.

·6· · · · · · · And what makes it so disappointing is

·7· ·when you see the statistics.· You see the figures.

·8· ·And the verbiage we saw up here tonight is a word

·9· ·kept coming up is "minimum."· Low impact.· You see

10· ·it all over.· Nowhere do I see, we've got a

11· ·problem.· And this has been going on for a long,

12· ·long time.

13· · · · · · · We had a project in Westbrook where we

14· ·had to dredge -- we had been taking our materials

15· ·from Westbrook to Cornfield Point site for years

16· ·and years and years.· And Westbrook is getting

17· ·cleaner and cleaner and cleaner every year.

18· ·There's no industry that's been added.· There's

19· ·been no extra pollutants.

20· · · · · · · All our marinas, all the harbors in

21· ·Mystic River are clean marinas.· We are using

22· ·copperless bottom paints almost exclusively now.

23· ·We are all doing our part.· We are probably as

24· ·stringent as environmentalists, whatever that word

25· ·really means, as anybody on Long Island Sound.
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·1· ·Our livelihood depends on how clean the water is

·2· ·and how comfortable our customers feel enjoying

·3· ·it.

·4· · · · · · · We had one particular project about

·5· ·seven years ago where we planned to take it to

·6· ·Cornfield Point.· We had a test done that cost us

·7· ·$28,000 to do a test, just to test the stuff we

·8· ·dredge every year.· We had two of our samples out

·9· ·of 27, 28 samples came back with one part per

10· ·million more cadmium than had been in there

11· ·before.

12· · · · · · · Cadmium occurs in nature.· It occurs in

13· ·coral in upstate Connecticut.· It's everywhere.

14· ·It's a big issue.

15· · · · · · · Anyhow, it had gone from three parts

16· ·per million to two parts per million as the

17· ·allowable dosage, if you will, that goes into

18· ·Cornfield Point, out of two samples.· Out of 28

19· ·samples we had taken, it had two elevated amounts

20· ·of cadmium.

21· · · · · · · For that they made us take all our

22· ·yardage, we had about 20,000 yards, up to Central

23· ·Long Island Sound.· It cost us $150,000 more that

24· ·year to do that because these two samples that,

25· ·God knows, if we had taken two more it probably
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·1· ·would have been less.

·2· · · · · · · It's gotten to the point where it's so

·3· ·absurd from a financial point of view and for a

·4· ·job's point of view.· When we have to spend that

·5· ·much money, we can't give our guys raises.· Our

·6· ·401Ks are affected.· And everything is affected.

·7· ·And we can't dredge our channels deep enough to

·8· ·get boats we used to get in.

·9· · · · · · · Now most of our boats go to Rhode

10· ·Island.· Some of that is because of taxes, but a

11· ·lot is because they can't get in the channel

12· ·anymore.· And it's just so frustrating to see

13· ·that.

14· · · · · · · If we were to look at the verbiage that

15· ·we saw on the screen tonight from the EPA and DEP

16· ·and the Corps of Engineers, and they have been

17· ·saying, we've got a real problem.· We've got a

18· ·horrible bottom.· We've got horrible sediments.

19· ·We've got poison in the water.· That would be one

20· ·thing, but we just don't see that.· You just don't

21· ·see that at all.

22· · · · · · · And it's so frustrating for us in

23· ·business to see that, the data that says that

24· ·we're pretty clean, to keep having to fight this

25· ·and pay more and more and more in relocating in
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·1· ·relocating materials in our harbor.

·2· · · · · · · And I use the term "relocate" because

·3· ·if one believes that the sediment that we have in

·4· ·our harbor and most of the harbors, whether it's

·5· ·Mystic River or whether it's the Connecticut River

·6· ·or the Patchogue River in Westbrook, the sediment

·7· ·comes from one or two places.· It either comes

·8· ·from upriver or it comes from the Sound.· That's

·9· ·where it comes.

10· · · · · · · And all we're doing is relocating it.

11· ·We're taking the stuff that God probably would

12· ·have taken out, take it to the Sound anyway, or

13· ·God would have blown it in and we would move it

14· ·back out.· It's not like we're picking up some

15· ·horrible material from some waste water somewhere

16· ·and dumping it out in Long Island Sound.· It's

17· ·coming from the same water that Long Island Sound

18· ·is having all the time.· And it's just very, very

19· ·frustrating to see the data and have to put up

20· ·with what seems like harassment almost.

21· · · · · · · Another issue, my last thing will be,

22· ·we used to be able to dredge -- anybody who knows

23· ·more than I do, has a better memory, used to be

24· ·able to dredge I believe September to May.· A long

25· ·time, back in the 80s.· We used to get permits.
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·1· ·We got a ten-year permit, a ten-year permit that

·2· ·allows to dredge in the Sound.· We had to notify

·3· ·the DEP that we were doing it, but we did that.

·4· ·Now we have to do it every three years.· We have

·5· ·to -- in Pilots Point we have to pay $28,000 every

·6· ·three years to do our testing.

·7· · · · · · · And what's frustrating about it is that

·8· ·if one -- I've suggested this to the DEEP a few

·9· ·years ago, and they liked it, but they said they

10· ·had their hands tied.· I'm not sure by whom they

11· ·had their hands tied, but one of the complaints

12· ·that I have is if you don't have enough money to

13· ·do the testing and you don't have enough money to

14· ·monitor things and all this type of stuff, and I

15· ·know the state's budget is not in great shape for

16· ·this state right now, but if you look at

17· ·localities, whether it's Connecticut River,

18· ·Mystic River, Patchogue River, Saugatuck River,

19· ·whatever, and look to see what's happening in the

20· ·environment.· What in that river is causing

21· ·perhaps a change in the environment?

22· · · · · · · For example, if you were to do the

23· ·testing in any one of the rivers I just mentioned,

24· ·and you have a level of toxicity, for lack of a

25· ·better word, of three, and I'm just making up a
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·1· ·level, and that level is thought to be okay, it

·2· ·fell within the standards that allowed us to take

·3· ·the stuff out of Long Island Sound and relocate

·4· ·it, that hasn't changed in 25 years.

·5· · · · · · · As a matter of fact, it had gotten down

·6· ·to two.· And it's getting better all the time.

·7· ·And there's no industry, there's no reason to

·8· ·think that it might be getting worse.· In

·9· ·particular with marinas using copper-free bottom

10· ·paint and all the other things.· Aluminum.· We've

11· ·been using aluminum instead of zinc.· We're doing

12· ·all the things we possibly can to keep things

13· ·clean.

14· · · · · · · If there's no evidence of additional

15· ·pollutants, if you will, in any of the places I

16· ·just mentioned, then why do we have to test every

17· ·three years?· Who is making -- I mean, I know the

18· ·labs are making a lot of money.· I don't know who

19· ·is making a lot of money, but it seems like it's

20· ·kind of absurd.

21· · · · · · · My feeling would be that for the

22· ·testing alone, they could do a study.· It's pretty

23· ·easy.· We've got everybody's data.· You could look

24· ·it up, a place like Westbrook, we look at the

25· ·Patchogue River, and they say, Here's the level
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·1· ·where we are right now of cleanliness of the

·2· ·river.· And they want to dredge.· We're going to

·3· ·look back and see the cleanliness in 2007.· Is

·4· ·there any reason that should have changed?

·5· · · · · · · Look up the river.· They've built a

·6· ·giant jewelry plant or something.· They built a

·7· ·sewage treatment plant, and they built something

·8· ·up.· Have they done anything up that could cause

·9· ·it to get worse?· If they haven't, let's go ahead

10· ·and issue the permits.· We'll do one

11· ·representative sample just to see if there's

12· ·anything wrong.· But they don't do that.

13· · · · · · · I think it's gotten to the point when I

14· ·talk to DEEP guys, and they are good people.· They

15· ·are really good people.· They say, We've got our

16· ·hands tied.· We've got to do this.· Because

17· ·somebody else makes us do it, people that don't

18· ·like dredging anymore, because when their

19· ·grandparents were here, they used to enjoy not

20· ·seeing the boats.· It seems there's no science and

21· ·a lot of emotion.

22· · · · · · · The very last thing I'll mention is

23· ·when I was talking about the dredging used to be

24· ·from September to May, the reason it's squinched

25· ·down in a lot of locations, and Chris, correct me
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·1· ·if I'm wrong, but most of them I think is like the

·2· ·November, December and January, certainly in

·3· ·Central Long Island Sound.· That's pretty much it.

·4· ·And the reason given is because of the winter

·5· ·flounder.· It's their mating season.

·6· · · · · · · We have tried to find out what data

·7· ·that tells us that the dredging, sort of the

·8· ·turbidity, is what we were told, that may cause

·9· ·the flounder to not mate very well.· We've asked

10· ·if there's any test, hard tests or studies.· Show

11· ·us the studies that show that dredging has

12· ·affected winter flounder.· We have not gotten one

13· ·single one.

14· · · · · · · When I was on the Long Island Sound

15· ·Commission, we asked eight years ago that the DEEP

16· ·and the Corps of Engineers to show us some data to

17· ·show that winter flounder birthing population, if

18· ·you will, was affected by dredging.· Not one

19· ·single study.· They don't have any studies.· They

20· ·don't.· But somehow they have constricted the

21· ·dredging window by -- instead of September to May

22· ·it's gone from November to February.

23· · · · · · · And what this has done is kill us.· We

24· ·used to have four or five dredging companies that

25· ·could basically service us all.· Now we have two
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·1· ·or three, perhaps.· And those guys are so booked

·2· ·up they can't do anything.

·3· · · · · · · So once again, we are being forced to

·4· ·live under rules that -- rules were made with no

·5· ·data, no positive statistics.· It's just hearsay,

·6· ·I think.

·7· · · · · · · Thank very much.

·8· · · · · · · MS. BROCHI:· Thank you.

·9· · · · · · · Is there anybody who would like to

10· ·speak that did not fill out a card?· Thank you all

11· ·for speaking.· I'm going to invite Mel Cote up.

12· ·And just one more thing.· We are going to respond

13· ·to comments in a Response to Comments document.

14· ·All the information from the hearings will be

15· ·available on our website.· Please check out as

16· ·well in April EPA Region 1 and 2 an educational

17· ·webinar that's available online.· We welcome any

18· ·suggestions for more of that.· We can talk about

19· ·testing.· We can talk about process.· So please

20· ·let us know if you are interested.

21· · · · · · · ·Mel.

22· · · · · · · MR. COTE:· Thank you, Jeannie.· I want

23· ·to thank the team here, and I want to thank the

24· ·University of Connecticut very much for hosting

25· ·our hearings today.· I want to especially thank
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·1· ·everybody who took the time to come here today to

·2· ·tell us about your views on our proposal and learn

·3· ·about the process took to get there.· I think we

·4· ·covered everything else.

·5· · · · · · · We see right there, our plans to

·6· ·publish a final rule by the end of the summer,

·7· ·come hell or high water.· But that's our plan, and

·8· ·certainly all of these we've heard today, earlier

·9· ·today, last night, and yesterday afternoon brought

10· ·into our consideration for any further changes to

11· ·what we proposed.

12· · · · · · · So that's it.· Thank you very much, and

13· ·keep in touch.· That's how you do it.· You have

14· ·another month to provide comments.· So bring it

15· ·on.· I hope you have a good night and a safe trip

16· ·home.

17· · · (The proceedings adjourned at 6:47 p.m.)
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·1· · · · · · · · CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

·2· · · ·I, Margaret R. Golden, a Registered

·3· ·Professional Reporter/Notary Public within and for

·4· ·the State of Connecticut, do hereby certify that

·5· ·the foregoing proceedings were heard by me on May

·6· ·26, 2016, and thereafter transcribed by me to the

·7· ·best of my ability.

·8· · · · · ·I further certify that I am neither counsel

·9· ·for, related to, nor employed by any of the parties

10· ·to the action in which this hearing is taken; and

11· ·further, that I am not a relative or employee of

12· ·any attorney or counsel employed by the parties

13· ·hereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in

14· ·the outcome of the action.

15· · · ·WITNESS my hand and affixed my seal this 18th

16· ·day of June, 2016.
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Dear Ms. Brochi: 

Please see the attached file for comments from the U.S Department of the Interior on the Proposed rule and the 
Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Dredged Material Disposal Site in Eastern Long Island 
Sound.  Thank you and please feel free to contact me with questions.  Enjoy the day! 

Best Regards,  
Diane Lazinsky 

--  
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Has the comment period for the Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement for designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites Eastern LIS,
CT, NY also been extended

Diane Lazinsky
U.S. Department of the Interior
Office of the Secretary
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
15 State Street, Suite 400
Boston, MA 02109
Phone: 617 223-8565
Fax: 617 223-8569
diane_lazinsky@ios.doi.gov
http://www.doi.gov/pmb/oepc/boston.cfm
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Good afternoon, 

Please find attached some of our initial comments.  We will be submitting further comments 
officially from the Council of Trustees in the near future.   

Best regards, 

Shavonne F. Smith, Director 
Shinnecock Environmental Department 
(631)458-1231 
“Be Well, Do Good Work, and Keep In Touch” 
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Comments from Organizations  
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Sent to EPA as Individual Letters or Emails 





 



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

The government is spending for LI water protection, and taking Money away from LI Water Protection, 
addressing Excessive Algae Growth, Sea Residents Dying, Spending On Solutions for "clean ups" and 
prevention, etc.  
Yet, the EPA is wondering whether should dumping on the Long Island Sound continues??? Trump has stated it 
"WASTE, ABUSE, ..." Tax payers clean for corporations' dumping.  

Stop the dumping, and use the so called "clean-up" money, on grants to the best waste management 
technologies. 

Thank You! 

Yvonne. 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hi Alicia, 

Does this mean that Cornfield Shoals will not be in operation anymore? 

On Wed, Apr 27, 2016 at 2:14 PM, Grimaldi, Alicia <Grimaldi.Alicia@epa.gov> wrote: 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Good afternoon Mrs. Brochi, 

I saw the Dredged Material Management in LI Sound upcoming project and I was wondering who and how I 
can present our services. We are an MBE certified laboratory that specializes in the analysis of liquid, soils and 
gases. Therefore, we would love to give our services to analyze the samples that will be from this project. If you 
could please let me know who to send more information to I would appreciate it. Have a great day. 

Thank you, 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

I am writing to urge the EPA to honor the 2002 Agreement and Phase-Out Dredge Dumping in LI Sound. I am 
opposed to estalishing a disposal site and want to see the EPA lead the way to programs of beneficial reuse of 
dredged material. 

Thank you. 

Elizabeth Frederick 
226 Water St 
Guilford, CT 06437 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear SIrs: 

On behalf of the Fishers Island Conservancy I have attended 5 scoping meeting over the past three years. It was 
clear from the outset that the important decisions had already been determined. With each progressive meeting, 
that impression was reinforced. All doubts were removed when UCONN was selected to conduct studies 
confirming the suitability of the New London site. Impartiality demands that invested parties be excluded from 
determining the outcome. 

As egregious as this may be, it is not the main point of my letter today. I am now more concerned with two 
other issues. The first concerns Millstone. It is reasonable to assume that 22 million cubic yards of spoil 
deposited in Niantic Bay will have a significant impact on currents and proximate temperatures. Millstone's 
cooling waters are likely to be in the affected areas. There has already been one occasion,  I believe 2 summers 
ago, when Millstone was forced to shut down because its intake water exceeded the 70 degrees which its license 
demanded. Millstone's response was to apply for an operating permit with higher temperature limits. I do not 
know if that was granted, but I receive little comfort in such adjustments. 

Long Island Sound waters, especially on the eastern end, tend to be cooler than surrounding waters. This is due, 
in part, to the presence of strong currents which prevent a warmer thermal layer from forming on top. The 
dramatic topographical changes proposed by the 22 million cy deposit may well disrupt this dynamic and 
threaten Millstone with the ability to adequately cool its core. This presents an unwarranted risk to all neighbors 
within a 10 mile limit. I believe it is the responsibility of the EPA to address this risk.  

My further concern is of a macro nature. At the outset of this process I was told by an employee of the NY DOS 
that the driving motive behind the dredging was the expectation by the State of Connecticut of greater ocean 
born freight traffic. The burgeoning trade with China had prompted a widening of the canal and a regearing of 
major ports to accept a post panama sized ship. Connecticut believed that if they could dredge their ports, they 
would benefit from overflow business. To that end they had snuck through a Congressional bill authorizing the 
feasibility study. 

This story is plausible and I suspect, correct. The only problem is that the China trade has imploded, and it is 
likely to remain so for the forseeable future. The reasons supporting such an assertion involve credit bubble 
theory, which well captures what has happened to date. 

In the last go round, the Navy steamrolled our opposition to the dumping of the Thames RIver spoil on the basis 
of "National Security". They claimed that it was essential that they build multiple Seawolfs in New London, and 
that they would be homeported there. In fact, only two subs were built there, and they were never homeported in 
New London. I strongly suspect that the current plan will meet with a similar outcome - ports will be dredged 
on false hopes for increased traffic which will never materialize. 

In any event I believe that the EPA has been hosting the wrong conversation. We should not be arguing the 
complexities of the ecosystem, but whether Connecticut should be resting its economic hopes on a outcome that 
is unlikely. The FI Conservancy is not opposed to marina dredging and dumping within reason, but it is 
steadfastly against the mammoth port dredging that will benefit none and potentially cause irreparable harm. 
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Thank you for you attention. 

Robert Evans 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
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Full Definition of incidental 

1 a <social obligations incidental to the job> b

2
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

As it already has been established, for over two years, I have been complaining and reporting the excessive 
noise the residents of this community is enduring not only by inexplicable environmental noise at all hours of 
the day, but by the activities of Computer Share’s mailing center at 71 Mall drive, Commack NY 11725 in 
violation of the following codes. 

Smithtown Light Industry Code 322- Attachment 9:3 : Shipping Centers NOT PERMITTED
NONNUISANCE INDUSTRY: Any industry the manifestation of which do not extend beyond the
limits of the property where it is located by reason of the emission of odor, dust, fumes, smoke,
gas, vibration, light, NOISE, or similar condition or any other condition hazardous to the
community.
Section 207-2 (A)- No person shall suffer, allow, or permit to be made verbally, electronically or
mechanically any noise disturbances.
Smithtown Chapter 322- Zoning Article I, General Provisions- G: “To conserve the value of
buildings and to enhance the values of land throughout the town”

 Mr. McCarty sent me an e-mail on November 2015, claiming summons were going to be issued. On December 
10, 2015 Mr. White the Director of building Department, claimed a misunderstanding is in place, since this 
center is not a shipping center- Semantics- the nature of these operations is that of a shipping center by its 
nature. An average of 30-50 trucks, tractor trailers, etc, come in and out delivering cargo, uploading and 
downloading cargo, beeping alarms, idle engines, revving engines, banging, throwing cargo, etc…(I have been 
recoding these assaults for over two years, you have some of these samples, yet refuse to recognize there are 
violations taking place by these operations. In addition, Non-nuisance Industry code is dismissed by Mr. White.  
Mr. White’s Department lack of code enforcement at these facilities is based on the argument that the Town 
Attorney has determined there are no violations taking place here. Mr. White refused to tell me on what grounds 
this has been determined.  

Public Safety claims these are incidental deliveries, which only shows the lack of attention given to my reports 
and complaints, or is there something else the town is hiding in protecting this landlord or this corporation??? 
Regardless of the time anyone chooses to come and inspect these operations you will find trucks uploading or 
downloading cargo as the report from building Department’s inspection on June 2015 states.  Incidental 
deliveries does not entail 30-50 daily in a fluctuating schedule between 6AM through 5-6-7-8 PM depending on 
their load at times on Saturdays, and even Sundays. 
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Please kindly provide me with a written explanation for this lack of attention to the assaults on our quality of 
life, and invasion of our homes committed by these facilities. And the grounds  and objective evidence of your 
argument that there are no code violations taking place by these operations. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to a reasonable resolution to this problem. 

Yvonne Katz
-
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Long Island Sound Dredged Materials Site 

Although I am not an environmental engineer, having read the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 
published by USEPA    as an East Lyme resident, I am concerned about the issues raised in this document 
regarding the Long Island disposal sites. 
While the researchers concluded that many issues such as water quality and impact on fisheries would be 
temporary and confined to the dumping site, their findings on contaminants currently present at these sites is 
cause for concern. Metal concentrations in sediment,  particularly for chromium and copper are high. Further, 
tissue contaminant data show high levels of PCB's, mercury, and pesticides. Upland uses have been determined 
to be not feasible due to the cost of remediation of the dredged materials. 
CTDEEP has established Remediation Standard Regulations to determine if remediation of dredged materials 
are necessary but it is unclear if these will be in force for the planned dredging. 
While progress has been made in the overall  health of Long Island, the more populated areas  exceed ERL 
standards. The Niantic River is closed to shellfishing following any substantial rainfall, and the incidence of 
breast cancer in our area exceeds the national average. We must act to protect the health of people in our area 
and assure that the beaches can be enjoyed by future generations. While the best plan is to close the New 
London/ Old Saybrook areas, if that is not feasible, it is imperative that RSR is in force for remediation of 
contaminants. 

Barbara Fitzpatrick 
East Lyme, Ct 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

I support the disposal of dredging material from Essex Harbor in the Eastern Long Island Sound. 

Bill Scharfenstein 
Coastal Consulting, LLC 
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Dredged Material Management Plan (DMMP) Draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (ELIS DSEIS)

Wayne L. Burdick 

J-3-64



J-3-65



J-3-66



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To Whom it May Concern,  

As a resident of Long Island and aspiring marine biology student, after learning about the EPA's plan to dump 
additional dredged material into the Long Island Sound, I was absolutely outraged.  I adore the Sound for its 
beauty and rich biodiversity.  Dumping dredged water will surely threaten these two things and reverse the 
progress made in restoring the Long Island Sound by making it an unnecessary landfill.   

My primary concern with the extension of the Cornfield Shoals and New London Disposal Sites lies in the fact 
that dredging has been shown to contribute to harmful algal blooms by contributing to nitrogen 
pollution.  Considering that millions of dollars have already been spent to reduce nitrogen in the Sound, it is 
very foolish and wasteful to continue on with a practice that contributes to nitrogen loading while the dredged 
material could be reused elsewhere.  Beach nourishment, constructing wetlands, capping landfills and filling 
abandoned mines are beneficial reuse options that would not wreak havoc on our Estuary of National 
Significance. 

Please do what your name implies and protect the environment, not contribute to its demise.  That said, please 
reject the extension of the CSDS and NLDS and establishment of Niantic Bay Disposal Site.  I support the 
beneficial reuse of dredged material as a safer alternative to open water dumping and so should you. 

Regards,  
Ashley Cook   
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
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Dredged Material Management Plan (DMMP) Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement (ELIS DSEIS)
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
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To:
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Brochi, 

I am writing to comment on the EPA's plan to dump dredged materials from Connecticut into the Eastern Long 
Island Sound.  As a taxpayer and resident, I am horrified that this would be under consideration.  Our waters 
face innumerable threats, including pollution, overfishing and global warming--to add yet another stress on our 
waters and marine life is simply unacceptable.  Moreover, to hold hearings on this issue without giving the 
proper opportunity for public input is appalling.  Please find another way. 

Sincerely, 
Dana Cavallaro Dignam 
788 Sound Shore Road 
Riverhead, NY 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Susan E. Palmer 

Morgan Stanley Wealth Management
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dear Ms. Brochi, 

I am a broadly trained ecologist and professor at West Virginia University.  I have taught a variety of courses, 
one of which is "Environmental Biology", which covers many past and current topics including ocean and reef 
ecology and ecology of estuaries and coastal waters such as Chesapeake Bay and LI Sound.  I therefore feel that 
I have a strong working knowledge from which to consider EPA's plan for dumping Connecticut dredge spoils 
in the Sound. 

I was born on LI and have a property in Northville shared with two brothers, and also have a specific concern 
related to water quality and fishing in the Sound. 

The addition of coastal sludge from harbors and impoundments in CT will transfer a variety of problems to the 
open waters of the Sound.  The least offensive will be silt, and even this will fowl shellbeds, reefs, fish 
spawning areas, and constant work of the tide on such dumps will spread contaminants far and wide within the 
Sound proper.   

More challenging will be marine vessel and industrial contaminants, metals, and other hydrocarbons, which will 
be far higher in these soils than in many other source waters reaching the Sound.  These contaminants will 
create hot spots within the sound, may be transferred to fish (and bio-amplified), potentially damaging our 
fishing resource. 

While I "get " the adage "The solution to pollution is not dilution", certainly dilution in the open Atlantic is a far 
better choice than dilution in a fixed body of water such as the sound.  And, I hate to point out, the Sound is 
connected to the Atlantic - so everything will end up there anyway sooner or later. 

Perhaps a better option for these spoils would be the creation of islands near their sources (this would certainly 
be cheaper) - yes, there will be the same challenges with erosion of such islands and distribution of wastes into 
the Sound, but one could engineer islands with some degree of protection that could reduce impacts compared 
to open water dumping in the Eastern Sound. 

One other option would be land disposal - although the price of property in CT is steep!  But a lined landfill 
would minimize marine pollution and, in the long run, protect the Sound and coastal waters from the challenges 
of environmental externalities associated with coastal development. 

I'm sorry I was unaware of the meetings you held regarding this issue, as I would like to have heard of EPA's 
thinking regarding the "pro's" of this plan.  Anyway, I appreciate the opportunity to share with you my thoughts 
at this time and look forward to hearing what EPA will consider as options to the dump plan. 

Sincerely, 
Jonathan Cumming 
730 Sound Shore Road 
Riverhead NY 
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Re-use On Site:

Beach Nourishment and Landfill Capping: 
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Disposal On Site:

Disposal at Municipal Landfills:

Near-Shore Disposal:

Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site (ELISDS):
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--
Anne Duhaime 
Guilford Boat Yards 
203-453-5031 
www.guilfordboatyards.com 
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Grimaldi, Alicia
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

The Plum Gut Disposal Site ( Eastern Long Island)is absolutely the worst place to provide for any kind of toxic 
waste disposal. In addition to so many other considerations is that so much of our fishing and especially lobster 
harvesting is done in that area. What would it do to our tourist and restaurant industries if we would label our 
seafood by point of origin, i.e. PEI oysters,  and then Plum Gut lobsters and  toxic dump Race fluke etc......The 
public similarly should be notified of where their ocean produce comes from.....From a commercial point of 
view it might be a disaster but from a health, safety and moral point of view, not informing the public borders 
upon being criminal. 

You owe the public, better oversight, protection and stewardship of our local and off shore waters. If not the 
EPA, who? 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Joe Aresco 
14 Bokum Road 
Chester, Ct. 06412 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Eric B.R. Barlow 

https://www.facebook.com/EricBarlowFinancialServices/ 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/eric-barlow-737b2a13?trk=hp-identity-photo 
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If you do not wish to receive email communications from New York Life, please reply to this email, using the words 'Opt out' in the 
subject line.  Please copy email_optout@newyorklife.com mailto: email_optout@newyorklife.com. New York Life Insurance Co., 51 
Madison Ave., New York, NY 10010. 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Ken Boudreau 
4 Porter Rd 
Farmington CT 06032 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

John & Doreen Brown 
47 Clearview Drive 
Wallingford, CT 06492 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Douglas Cole 
105 Quail Run 
Glastonbury, CT 06033 
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Importance:
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

David & Melissa Coughlin 
27 Miles Rd 
Darien CT 06820 
203.655.3438 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Bob Counihan 
61 Friendly Rd 
Brewster, NY 10509 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From:
Sent:
To:
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To whom it may concern.  

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Tom Curley  

Sent from my iPhone 
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Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Nigel Daw 

5 Old Pawson Road, 

Branford, CT 06405-5138 

J-3-144



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-145



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-146



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 
Thank you.  
Regards, 
Randy Drummond   
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards

Guy Fucci 
10 parkman PL 
Old Saybrook  CT  06475 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Ed Gallagher 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

    Robert Gimenez  (a concerned boater and fisherman) 

Sent from my iPhone 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Peter Ginz 
52 Indian Rd 
Guilford CT 06437 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Janet Gross 
PO Box 973 
187 Essex St 
Deep River, CT 06417 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Wiggin and Dana LLP 203-498-4400

Wiggin and Dana LLP
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Nader Iranpour  
668 nortontown road 
Guilford, CT 06437 

Sent from my iPhone 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 
Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating 
an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material 
disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research 
and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy 
of marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken 
years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Christopher Johnson 
144 ridge rd 
Stratford ct 06614 

Sent from my iPhone 
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I am writing in support of the EPA draft rule making (81FR24748) and the draft Supplement Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island 
Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating and Eastern Long Island Sound 
Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island 
Sound region. 

This proposed rule making is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 
businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final 
action will be taken to support the report’s findings 

Regards, 

Nicole Karalli 
100 Stonecrest Drive 
Bristol CT  06010 
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To whom it may concern:  

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites 
(s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend 
designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal 
site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Donald  W. Kay 

3 Deer Hill Road 

Colebrook, CT 06021 
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To Whom It May Concern, 
As a sailboat owner who sail Long Island Sound, I would ask you to support the continuation of the Eastern 
Long Island Sound Disposal Site. I am among many owners who experience settling in mud at low tide. I have a 
4ft 6in keel. I am berthed at Harry’s Marina and use the Epaint System, so I am very concerned with Long 
Island Sound. 

We need the availability of this site to keep our costs reasonable. The EPA review has been positive as to its’ 
continuation as there are no negative impacts. I believe the overwhelming and extensive review as well as the 
many Long Island Sound users from CT should be paramount to the consideration of the site’s continued use. 

Respectfully, 

Paul Krisavage 
11 Stonefield Drive 
Prospect, CT 06712 

Summer Resident of Harrry’s Marina 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Olivier Leibowitz  
90 Haviland drive  
Trumbull ct  
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William S. Littell 
s/v Peace and Quiet 
20 North Avenue 
Madison, CT 06443-3256 
(203) 245-2121 
bill.littell@sbcglobal.net 
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To whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 
 
This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 
 
Regards, 
Marc Loonan 
 
49 Kitchawan Road 
Pound Ridge, NY 10576 
 
Marc Loonan Photography  
www.pbase.com/the_birdman 
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Best Regards 
Richard Mentelos CEO 
RAM Technologies LLC 
P 203 453 3916 
F 203 453 3913 
www.ramtechno.com 

The information contained in this email and any attachments is confidential and may be subject to copyright or 
other intellectual property protection. If you are not the intended recipient, you are not authorized to use or 
disclose this information, and we request that you notify us by reply mail or telephone and delete the original 
message from your mail system.
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Copyright © 2016 Brewer Yacht Yard Group, All rights reserved.  

You are receiving this email because you have purchased one or more of our services. 
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I am writing in support of the EPA Draft Rule Making (81FR2478) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Site(s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Islan Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the Eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rule making is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 
businesses along Connecticut’s Shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final 
action will be taken to support the report’s findings.   

Regards,  

Rainer Muhlbauer 
21 Lanphiers Cove Road 
Branford, CT 06405 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 
This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”). This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline. The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Chris Mumford 
20 Pheasant Lane 
New Milford, CT 06776 
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 To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Lance Nelson 
45 Laurel Ridge 
Oakville Ct 06779 
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Leif Eric Petterson Sr 
245 Sage Hollow Road 
Guilford, CT 06437 
leifp@norsesys.com 
Cell Phone: (203) 623-2368
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Charlie Purdum 
38 Grove St. 
Essex, CT 06426 
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To whom it may concern:

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the 

draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of 

Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 

Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an 

Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water 

dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound 

region.

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine 

Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean 

Dumping Act”). This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 

Connecticut’s shoreline. The EPA review of this matter has taken years and 

I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings.

Regards

Capt. Paul Retano

Eden Charters

7 Cricket Ct

Old Saybrook, CT
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To whom it may concern: 

I write to express my strong support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long 
Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound 
Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound 
region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Stacy S. Ruwe 

19 Waterside Road 

Branford, CT 06405 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Richard N. Sanford 
40 Breeds Hill Pl. 
Wilton, CT 06897 

Sent from my iPad 

DISCLAIMER: This e-mail contains information solely intended for named recipients and is confidential and 
proprietary to PartnerRe. If you are not one of the intended recipients of this message, you must not read, use or 
disseminate the information in it and should notify the sender by replying to this message and deleting it 
afterwards from your mail system. Please be aware that unauthorized reproduction or distribution of this 
communication is prohibited. 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 

Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating 

an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material 

disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

I understand that this proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine 

Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is 

critical to the economy of marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of 

this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Ron Sernau 

144 Rock Creek Lane 

Scarsdale, New York  10583 
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To whom it may concern: 

I  strongly support the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 
Makes a lot of sense to me. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Hugh Rodney Smith 

HUGH R. SMITH
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
M J Tangney 
Darien, CT 
(Boater) 
Sent from my iPad 
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PROPOSED EMAIL/LETTER (please don't forget your name and address at the end): 

EMAIL ADDRESS: ELIS@epa.gov 

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 

Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating 

an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material 

disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research 

and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy 

of marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken 

years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards John Thackwray boat captain LIS summertime 
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From:
Sent:
To:
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Todd & Deidra Vingers
6 Leeway Drive
Westbrook, CT  06498

tvingers@yahoo.com
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Rex Walden 
225 Joshua Point rd 
Guilford, CT 06437 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Bill Warrick 
Jupiter, FL  
Sent from my iPhone 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

J. D. Wingfield,Jr.  
6349 Chalfont Circle 
Wilmington, NC. 28405 

Sent from my iPad 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern 

Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long 
Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern 

Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 

businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final 
action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Art Zieky

RICOH USA, INC.
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long 
Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound 
Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound 
region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 
businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final 
action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Andrew R. Blight, Ph.D. 
10 Oskar Drive 
Mahopac NY 10541 
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Glen J. Brooks
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Sincerely, 

Paula Brown 
112 Cognewaugh Road 
Cos Cob, CT 06807 
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--  
Mike Connolly 
34 Lost Mine Place 
Ridgefield, CT 06877 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Greg Daniels 
11 Mystic Pt Lane 
Mystic, CT 06355 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Bryan J. Dougherty 
14 Compo Hill Ave 
Westport, CT 06880 

Bryan Dougherty 
ccdougherty@ccdirectgroup.com 
917-626-7331 
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 To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of 
which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water 
dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Tony Ferrandino 
38 Deer Lane 
Ivoryton, CT 06442 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Glorianne Garvin 
12 hattertown rd  
Newtown, CT 
06470 
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Dear sir/madam: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 
Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an 
Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site 
to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of 
marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline and the continued enjoyment of the wonders of the 
Long Island Sound by mariners like me. The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope 
final action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Sincerely, 

C. Mitchell Gilbert, M.D.  
396 Old Mountain Road 
Farmington, CT 06032 
s/v Pleiades, Brewer Pilots Point Marina, Westbrook, CT  

C. Mitchell Gilbert, M. D.  
860-508-9835 (mobile) 
mitchellgilbert@hotmail.com 
~~~_/)_~~~ 
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To whom it may concern: 

As a boater who frequently utilizes the harbors and waterways of Long Island Sound, I am writing in support of 
the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New 
York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open 
water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

William E. Griffin 
42 Deacon Vincent Way 
P.O. Box 633 
Edgartown, MA 02539 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern 
Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York,both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long 

Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern 
Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and 
Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 

businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final 
action will be taken to support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the 
draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation 
of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an 
Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water 
dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound 
region. 

This proposed rule making is consistent and in compliance with the 
Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The 
Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine 
businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter 
has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s 
findings. 

Regards, 
--  
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Lee Lambert 
Senior Member 
Shennecossett Yacht Club 
Groton, CT 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

David J. Listro 
84 Shore Road 
Clinton, CT 06413 
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 Harris Markhoff  
 Partner 
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Pequabuck, CT. 

July 12, 2016 

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 
Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating 
an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material 
disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research 
and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy 
of marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken 
years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings.

Regards, 

George & Judy Masterson 

51 Makara St. 

Pequabuck, CT. 06781-0208 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Renwick J Minchin 
35 Dennison Rd 
Essex, CT 06426 
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IT Solutions for Connecticut Businesses 
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Maryland to Maine!
OXFORD, MD  MAMARONECK, NY  GLEN COVE, NY  GREENPORT, NY  PORT WASHINGTON, NY  STAMFORD, CT  STRATFORD, CT  
BRANFORD, CT  WESTBROOK, CT  DEEP RIVER, CT  ESSEX, CT  MYSTIC, CT  OLD SAYBROOK, CT  WICKFORD, RI  WARWICK, RI  

  BARRINGTON, RI   PORTSMOUTH, RI  BUZZARDS BAY, MA  N. FALMOUTH, MA  PLYMOUTH, MA  GREEN HARBOR, MA  SALEM, MA  S. FREEPORT, ME 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

David Rosow 
775 Mill Hill Rd 
Southport, CT 06890 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Patricia Rost 
14 Compo Hill Ave 
Westport, CT 06880 
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Dear sirs, 

Attached is a letter supporting the continuation of the disposal sites for dredged material from LIS harbors. 

Thanks, 

-- 

Mark Ryan

www.solvay.com
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in 
Eastern Long Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating 
an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-term open water dredged material 
disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research 
and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy 
of marine businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken 
years and I hope final action will be taken to support the report’s findings.

Regards 
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Robert C Stow 

Residence Address: 
14005 Gorky Drive  
Potomac, Maryland 20854 

Beach House Address: 
31 Bayview Avenue 
Niantic, Connecticut 06357 

J-3-304



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-305



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-306



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-307



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

J-3-308



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

J-3-309



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 

Maria Zanfini 
19 New Lebbon Road, Sandy Hook, CT 06482 

Sent from my iPhone 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Tom Kirchgasser 
19 Meadow Ct  
Fairfield CT 06824 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Nick & Pam Ruck 
210 Alden Drive 
Guilford, CT 06437 
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As a long time resident of Long Island, I know that the health of the Long Island Sound is 
critical. I live on Lloyd Neck and boat, swim, and fish on Long Island Sound. Due to significant 
efforts, I appreciate the fact that these waters are cleaner than in the past but more work must be 
done. We need our government to work for us and find solutions that protect our environment. 

o I oppose dumping dredged material in LI Sound! Please reject the extension of theCSDS and
NLDS and establishment of a Niantic Bay Disposal Site.

o I support beneficial reuse of dredged material as a safer alternative to open waterdumping.
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As a long time resident and Long Island home owner, the health of the Long Island Sound is critical. We live on 
Lloyd Neck and boat, swim, and fish on Long Island Sound. Due to significant efforts, we appreciate the fact 
that these waters are cleaner than in the past but more work must be done. We need our government to work for 
us and find solutions that protect our environment.  

o I oppose dumping dredged material in LI Sound! Please reject the extension of the CSDS and NLDS and
establishment of a Niantic Bay Disposal Site.  

o I support beneficial reuse of dredged material as a safer alternative to open water dumping.

Thank you for your support.  

Mark Suter 
516-819-9514 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

Jim Wilson 
917.817.7629 
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To whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 
 
This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 
 
Regards 
 
 
Jeff Cassarino  
16 Angela Dr 
Tolland, Ct  06084 
 
Sent from my iPhone 

J-3-330



Grimaldi, Alicia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 
Ruth Harkin 
38 Ridgeview Ave 
White Plains, NY 10606 
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NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments and appended messages, is for the sole use of the 
intended recipients and may contain confidential and legally privileged information. 
If you are not the intended recipient, any review, dissemination, distribution, copying, storage or other use of all 
or any portion of this message is strictly prohibited. 
If you received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this 
message in its entirety.  
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This e-mail, including attachments, may include confidential and/or 
proprietary information, and may be used only by the person or entity 
to which it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail is not the intended 
recipient or his or her authorized agent, the reader is hereby notified 
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that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail is 
prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender by replying to this message and delete this e-mail immediately. 

 Save the Date! 2016 Harris Customer Training Conference:
 

Glenn Underwood 

CareTracker Version 8.1 is 2014 Edition Certified as a Complete EHR

Unsubscribe Option:
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking(81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards, 
Paul Zengara  
38 Ridgeview Ave 
White Plains, NY 10606 
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PROPOSED EMAIL/LETTER (please don't forget your name and address at the end): 

EMAIL ADDRESS: ELIS@epa.gov 

To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

[NAME AND ADDRESS] 

David and Alexandra Austin 
65 Rowayton Ave #3 
Rowayton, Ct. 06853 
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To: U.S. EPA -- New England Region 
 Att: Jean Brochi, Project Manager 

From:  Fishers Island Conservancy, Inc. 

Please find attached (in Adobe pdf format), for submission in the proceedings,  our statement of comments on 
the EPA's proposed rule designating a dredged material disposal site in Eastern Long Island Sound under the 
Ocean Dumping Act and its related Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement.  We would be 
grateful if you could acknowledge receipt of this filing. 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 
Mary Miltimore 
526 E 11th Street, Apartment 18 
New York, NY 10009 

--  
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Subject:
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Dear Ms. Brochi 

Please find attached comments from the Board of Directors of the Connecticut Harbor Management Association
(CHMA) to express support for the proposal by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to designate 
Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site (ELDS) as an open water dredged material disposal site.   

Please note that a signed copy of our attached letter will be submitted under separate cover. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and provide recommedations on these important matters not only to
locate Harbor Management Commissions but for initiatives to ensure continued beneficial use and conservation
of LIS and all its ports and harbors. 

regards, 

John Thomas Pinto, Ph.D. 
President, Connecticut Harbor Management Association 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

Please find the attached PDF containing public comments regarding the SDEIS for the proposed designation of 
one or more sites located in eastern Long Island Sound for open water disposal methods of dredged 
material.  Thank you, 

Jenn Hartnagel 
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Theodor & June Jones  15 Codfish Hill Rd Ext, Bethel, CT 06801

Tel: 203-790-6616 Fax: 203-778-9916

E-mail: jone402@att.net

To whom it may concern:

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and 

the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the 

Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long 

Island Sound, Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend 

designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site as the long-

term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern 

Long Island Sound region.

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the 

Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The 

Ocean Dumping Act”). This is critical to the economy of marine 

businesses along Connecticut’s shoreline. The EPA review of this 

matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to support 

the report’s findings.

Regards,

Theodor Jones
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Marguerite W. Purnell 
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To whom it may concern: 

I am writing in support of the EPA draft rulemaking (81FR24748) and the draft Supplemental Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Designation of Dredged Material Disposal Sites (s) in Eastern Long Island Sound, 
Connecticut and New York, both of which recommend designating an Eastern Long Island Sound Disposal Site 
as the long-term open water dredged material disposal site to serve the eastern Long Island Sound region. 

This proposed rulemaking is consistent and in compliance with the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries 
Act (MPRSA, a.k.a. “The Ocean Dumping Act”).  This is critical to the economy of marine businesses along 
Connecticut’s shoreline.  The EPA review of this matter has taken years and I hope final action will be taken to 
support the report’s findings. 

Regards 

 James Mccowan 

--  
James Mccowan 
J&M Automotive Sales  

Website: jmautomotive.com 
Email: james@jmautomotive.com 
Office: 203-723-5666 
Cell:    203-233-0680 
Fax:    203-723-1937 
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